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OF THE 


/ 


CONTROVERSY, 


CONCERNING THE 
Miraculous PoweRs, 


Which are ſuppoſed to have ſubſifted in the 
CHRISTIAN CHURCH, 


from the EARLIEST AGEs, through 
ſeveral SUuccEssIve CENTURIES. 


As it ſtands, between 
The In TxRoDucToRY, DiscouRss, to a 


LARGER Wor x deſigned hereafter to be 
- publiſhed : Ko 
AND, 


OnszRvaTIONS on the Introduory Diſcourſe. 


WITH 


Occaſional Remarks on other Writers in this 
Controverſy. 


And a PosTsCR1PT, occalioned by Mr. Bzook#'s 
Defenſio Miraculorum, &c. 


——_— 


adeo ſanftum eſt vetus omne | — 
Nec Veniam Antiquis, ſed Honorem & Premia polci ! 
Hon. 
LONDON: 


Printed for W. Annys in Pater-neſter- Row. 
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CONTRO)\ VERSY, Be 


| n irads"Obivathin; which — 
ſomewhere met with, that the State 
of writing, is, like Hobbes's Stute of 
| | Nature, a State of War. Such is the 
_ of che Age, and the Partiality ro favourite 
Syttems! that, hebe ver any Book is publiſhed, 
the” Queſtion ſeems to be, not how well or how 
ill che Author bath "ſupported his Opinion; but, 
bat his Opinion is: For as ſoon as That is known, 
he Buſibeſs is done; and whether the Book hath 
even been read, or not, tis determined by the 
Gentlemen bn the” other Side, —thar, it mult be 
anſwtred. — And” if, any One Thould, by forn 
Writings, be once 10 poſed nor to aſſent to Ve] 
Popular Opinion, of think with the Few in 10 
e en haps neither eflencial | 
Randacnental in the true Syſtem of Religion or 
B Chriſtianity 3 


210 


1 
: 
' 
; 
£ 


mee 
neh de b deckel Wen Ram that Mos 


— ati 
* * 


nent, i for ever after incapable of faying a Word 
of Truth upon the Subject of Religion. Every 
Pamphlet he writes, carries the Infection in it. 
Whatever paſſes through his Hands, like the Ca- 
melion, ke | its Colour from thence, and muſt be 


Homf, or Tully, therg are Some, who will find out 
a Deſign upon Moſes, and Jeſus Chriſt, —Each Man, 


from whom he differs, ſets his Face againſt him; 
and he is mark'd out, like a wounded Deer, to be 
Griven ont, and excommunicated from the Soci 
Tals ſcems to be the Caſe of the Author bf 
Introductory Diſcourſe ta a larger Wark, deſigned 
hereafter tu be. publiſbed ; "whale Intent | 
ſhew, that we have as /ufficient Raa 
pan . the Authority of the Primitive Mert, e 
miraculous 2 . continued jo i O ke 
Church, er . ys of the Apoſtles, an Outcry 
* immediately railed, and the — 4 Body take 
the Alarm; as. if the Foundations of Religian were 
attock d. and. Chriſtianity depended upon the gain- 
ar loling, this ſiagle Spot. 
. 1 thought that 5 Truth of Chrifioniy de- 
pended upon the Suppoſition of the Continuance of 
miratulous Powers to che Church, after the Days of 


the Apoſites 3 though it would not make me have a 
74 


inion of ſome of the Miracles 8 
thoſe Times; yet. I ſhoald conclude, that 
Powers were continued. Au u ag 4 5 


Wann that no miraculous 


Powers 
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een 


conteyritng Mirarlixs Bowers. 3 
Powers were b continued, the Truth or Evidente 
of Chrittianity would be in any way affected by it 
J do nor apprehend, at preſent, any thing {6 for- 
midable, as Some may — in the 
Propoſition of the Eule Piet Diftonrſ 

1 fall avail myfelf of this 12 5 Liberty of 
writing; and 1 — take leave to e the rally 
with 'a few Remarks, as they occurred to me, in 
reading a late Pamphlet, intituled, Obſervations on 

an Introduftory Diſcourſe to a larger Work, &c. 
And I ſhall do this, as on the one Hand, with 
that Freedom, which becomes an itnpartiat En 
after Trueh; fo, on the other, with that Deceney, 
which is due te the Characher of the" Perſetm to 
whom the Publie have given the Ob/arvations. © 

Bur the greater my Opinien is of the Gentle. 
man's Abilities" in general; he will nog, 1 , 
be offended, chat 1 am ſo muck the more 8 
to find that he eould think his Putnphlet to be any 


2 6-6 Ap EO 


— — er en whieh Sic 
the Truth, upon the whole, really lies; ir is not 
the Intenelon of theſe Papers to preſumo to deter- 
ming. I, at preſene, tulee neither Side im the 
Queſtion 3 hat referve' to myſelf tho Liberty of 
judging, and determining my Opinion, as the 
Truth ſhalt / to 196; it the Courſe of 'the 


Debate; when the Larger Work, promi d, frall 
bs been laid before, and examined by the Pens 


Wa of 


— —ͤ— 7 — — - 
— — — 
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4 - View of the Controverſy. 
ids Joemed. My only Deſign here is, to con- 
ſider, the Point % far as it is at preſent carried, 
between the IntroduZBory Diſcourſe, and the Obſer- 
vations; and to ſhew only, that, as far as theſe go, 


Nothing appears to have been ſaid by the Ob/er- 


ver, which any way invalidates the Argument of 


the Introductory Diſcaurſe. In chis View only, the 


Reader is to coplder. the . n iro! 
raw, e 0 5363/00 * nt 00 iff 1 Bak 
H ſets forth; with the following O6/ervation. 


The Author [ of the Introdufory. Diſcourſe ] 
. gives himſelf an Air of Importance, as qualified 


© to ſettle the Point; how long after the Days of 
the Apoſtles, the Extraordinary Gifts of the 


Holy Spirit continued in the Church, or in what 


Age they were actually withdrawn, whether till 
* the third, fourth, or fiſth, &c. Century. If he 
could have ſettled this Point, which by his 
Manner of introducing himſelf, one would have 
5 it was his Buſineſs to have ſettled; 


though I ſhould not have thought him the moſt 


« uſefully employed he might yet have given fome 
Proof of his ſuperior Sagacity **, But I muſt 
beg leave to differ from this Gentleman, and muſt 
own, that, for my part, 1 ſhould haye had no great 
Opinion of the Author's Sagacity, if he had em- 
ployed himſelf in ſettling, whether the miraculous 
FOI UP ANI to the Church, till the 


| third, 
* Obſervations, p. 4, 5. 


concerning Miratulous Powers. y 


third, fourth, or ffib Century; when the; whole 
Purport and Deſign of his. Diſcourſe: was, to:ſhew 
that we have no. Reaſon to believe, they. were 
continued to any of them all, To which of theſe 
Centuries, . therefore, the miraculous Payer, ere 
continued, is. 4. Point, which I dare ſay, ther Au- 
thor neyer thought himſelf quajified 10 ſettle; and 
his very, Title-Page might have prevented 
the Clergy. that it was bir Bufineſa; unleſs; a 
Deſign to ſhew, that we have no ſufficient Reaſon 
to believe, upon the Authority of the Primitive 
Fathers, that the miraculous Powers were gonti- 
Deſign be conſiſtent with that of ſcuiling tbe Point, 
whether they continued to the #bird, fur th, or-fiftb 
Century: And therefore, the. Obſerver," I appre-+ 
hend, might have ſafely omitted this Reflection 
upon the - Autboy”s Wenn * * n * 
MG WY 0WN, 51) h N 
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* Author, of the Iavaduftary Best 11 
fad, that the Opinion there delivered is what he 
takes not only to be true, but uſeful alſo, and 
even neceſſary to the Defence of Chriſtianity, as 
© it is generally received, and ought always to be 
* defended, in Proteſtant, Churches d. To which 
the Obſerver anſwers, that, for his part, he cannot 
* ſce, that this Queſtion hath any thing ta do 
with 


i Þ Introduficey Diſcourſe; p. 2; 
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concerning Miraguous Powers. 7 


inſtead of ſtrengthening it 3 ſince it as certaſmly 
does harm to the Evidence for Chriſtianity, ti uu. 
KR ,vpon, Argumencs which arg not well fausded 
as to reject choſe which are o,+The Author of 
the Iatrodactary Diſcourſe ſays,50 appeal to: Mis 
racles in. thoſe Ages of the, Church, when it en 
not be proved that there tory a dots -haemto- 
the Evidence of Chriſtianity;—Fhe Oheruer un 
ſwers.— Niracles in thoſe Ages ou orrtainly tio 
no harm; which is juft as much an Anſwer'{to 


our Author, as it i to the Karan; anAnkwver, 


which certainly can de ue harm to the Arguneme 
of the ImroduZory Diſcaurſe 3 unleks it can llow. 
that, becauſe real Miracles could haue dung aw 
harm 1 therefore, an Appeal to ſale Miracles, and 
which ſtand upon no ſuffieient Credit, n db 
barm likewiſe 3 — > A They whg can e,. may ſer 


at the ſame e 
had one, aro bath. the ſame thing. 


Tus Obſeruer's Reaſon, 9 this - 
hath nothing to do uh the. Defence « 
ſtianity, as it is generally received in 4 2220 
Churches, againſt . Thoſe of the Romi. C 
munion, js, Becauſe, ſuppoſuag it 
that Miracles did not ceaſt wich the 


but were continued in, the Church ſome A 
© after; it may yet be true (and Prateſtant Wrizers 
have ſhe wn it to be true) that eee 


* Advantage by ſuch Conceſſiog 77 — 2 29 55 
red to 


in what manner Popery mq gain Advantage, by 
a Con- 


? Obſerv, p. 5. 
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to Him) putting them in Poſſeſſion of a P 
their falſe Doctrines and ſuperſtitious Rites; theſe 
being the Ages (according to the Introductory Dif. 


& Conceſſion of miraculous Powers to the third, 


fourth, and fiſth Century; ſince it is — 


—— ᷓmw—L —— — 
were either actually introduced, or the Seeds of 
—_ ſo effectually ſown, that they could not 
6 fail of producing the Fruits, which we now ſee. 
es Corruptions 1 mean, the Inſtitution” of 


*::Monkery';, the Worſhip ef Reliques ; Invocation of 


*8aints'; Prayers for the Dead ; the fuperſtitions Uſe 


* of Hacker; of the Sacraments ; of the Sign of the 
C "and of tonſecrated Oi!; by the Efficacy of 


all Which Rites," and as a Proof of their Divine 


Origin; perperual Miracles are affirm'd to have 


© beer! wronght' in theſe very Cetituries - 
Ir then We have good Reaſon to deny the Conti- 
nuance of miraculous Powers to theſe Apes ; here is at 
once, 4 ſufficient Anſwer to all Appeals to ſuch Mi- 
racles, in Support of the Superſtition of the Church 
of Rome: Whereas, if we admit ſuch Miracles, 
we are plung d into 4 Difficulty, "which 'we. ſhall 
not find it eaſy to get out of; ſince,” if we ad- 


mit the Miracles (fays he) we muſt neceſſarily ad- 


mit the Rites for the Sake of which they were 
* wrought®: And for theſe Reaſons it is that he hath 
aſſerted it to be uſeful and neceſſary to the Defence 


COR: in Oppoſition to the Pretences of 


Popery, 
wa ies Dif. p14. mid p. 22. 
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concerning Miratuleus Powers. 9 ; 


Popery, to rejelt the Suppoſition E 
75 Miracles to thoſe Ages. ' | 

Ix Anſwer: to all This, the Obſerver ſays; «lat 
He is not ſatisfied that chis Account of the fourth 
$ © Century is quite fair. Proteſtant Writers do 

not admit that woRSHTPPING Religues, or [- 

* mages, or Saints, were Practices known ſo early“. 
But tho' They do not admit, that woR$HIPPING 
them was a Practice known' ſo early; They muſt 
admit the Religniarum Veneratio, Sanctorum Tirbo- 
catio, Crucis Veueratio, &c. to have been Practices 
as early as the fourth *Century*; and which fuper- 
ftinous Practices were certainly the Prelude: and 
Foundation, the Seeds of all that Growth of Super · 
ſtition which appeared in ſucceeding Ages: And 
ſince the Author of the Introdufory Diſcourſe ſays 
only, that in theſe Ages, the chief Corruptions of 


Popery, were either actually introduced, or the 


Seeds of tbem ſo effectually ſown," &c. I believe 
the Reader will | think, that. the Practices in the 
fourth Century, now mentioned, are ſufficient to 


juſtify Him in that Aſſertion; and that the Obſerver, 


by endeavouring to make the Reader believe, 
that our Author hath given in a falſe Acrount of 
the fourth Century; becauſe They did not, in that 
Age, Wwoks RI Reliques, Saints, and Images, in the 
high Senſe of A not dealt conc mh 
with Him. no oft $1 male I3 were | 
1 404 os 301 „% GH i; ee 
. ec 2 7; 
Vid. Frid. Spanbem. Introdudt. ad  Chronol. et Hiſtor. 


Sacr. in | Secul. iu. Tom. 1. p. 387, We. Edit. 410. Amt. 
Aa. ;Pfaffii Inſtitut. Hiſtor. Ecclef. in 2 iv. p. 0 
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Vie ef the Controverſy 
Bur however This be, the Obſerver fays, that 
* as This is not material to his Purpoſe at preſent, 
He ſhall not conteſt it, but ſuppoſe with the Au- 
*' thor, that all the Uſages mention'd prevailed in 
the fourth Centur7 . Nor is He diſpos d 
© (it ſeems) to diſpute the Author's general Point, 
that if We admit the Miracle, We muſt accept 
the Doctrine in Confirmation of which the Mi- 
* racle is wrought '*, But the Thing (fays 
He) to be attended to at preſent is, whether it be 
always nereſſary to conſider the Miracles wrought 
in any Age, as Confirmations of the concurrent 
* Uſages or Practices of that Age. And He main- 
tains that it is nt always ne nor is it 
© ever: proper or reaſonable ſo to conſider them; 
* unleſs thete be ſome Circumſtance in the Miracle 
* which /pecifies the Intention of the Worker, and 
s thews that it is meant to authorize ſueh Uſage.” 
—* If the Caſe (ſays He) ſhould be that ſome 
Writer has told us, that Miracles were wrought; 
mot by the Miniſtry of any living and holy Men, 
but, by the Neligues of the Dead, or the Oi 
of their Lamps, or the Sign of the Croſs—We 
may admit the Miracles (if there is proper Evi- 
* dence to ſupport them) without being obliged 
to admit as divine Verities the Devocation of Saints, 
the Adoration of Religues or Images, or any other 
6 luperſticious Cuſtom which then prevailed.” His 
Reaſon i is, © Becauſe there does not appear to be 
« any neceſſary, Connection between the Work, and 
«rhe Worker” 8 Lpprobation of ſuch Practices 
I muſt 


* Obſerv. p. 7. 
Obſerv. p. 8. = Obſerv. p. 8.— 10. 
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concerning Miraculous. Powers. 11 
I muſt here beg Leave to obſerve, in my turm, 
that the Thing io be attended to at preſent is, not, as 
the Obſerver puts it, whether Miracles wrought in 


any Age, are Confirmations of the concurrent Uſager 
or Practices of that Age (Confirmations of the 
Divine Approbation of ſuch Practices, I ſuppoſe 
He means ;) nor, whether the Obligation to the 
Adoration of Reliques, will follow from Miracles 
being wrought by ſuch Reliques ; Bur, whether Af; 
racles wrought in any Age, through or by means of 
any Rite, upon Application to God through . that 
Rite; whether Mirazles fo: wrought, are not 
to be confidered as Conßrmations of the Divine 
Approbation of the Innoctntze or Lawſulneſf of 
ſuch Rite of Application; provided always; that 
no Mart or Intimation of a Diſapprobation of the Rite 
be, or hath been given (which muſt be ſuppoſed 
in the preſent Caſe, or elſe We; are arguing about 
Nothing) to diſtinguiſh between, granting ibe End, 
and, approviue the Mrans. This is the Que- 
ſtion: For if the Affirmative be true; namely; 
that Miracles ſo cirtumſtanced, are to be canfidered 
as Confirmations of the Divine Approbation of 
the Lareyulneſ of ſuch Rites; then it will follow, 
that wherever We admit the Miracle, We muſt 4d. 
mit the Praftice to have ſuch Divine Apprtbutian 
and then, to ad4mit-tbe Miracles, ſaid to be wrought 
in the Ages after the Apoſtles, to which Popery 
may appeal, ih Confirmation of it's ſuperſtitious 
Rites, as by the Efficacy of ſueb Rites, perpetual 
12 are affirm'd to have been wrought; To 
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12 © Few of the' Controverſy": 
admit theſe Miracles, will certainly be a Concefion 
(unleſs it can be ſhewn, as above, that ſome Mark 
or Intimation of a Diſapprobation hath been given) 
by which the Church of Rome will obtain Advan- 
tage; which is the Propoſition the Author of the 
Introduftory 0 nee and the r 
is A ages 

No w, che Obſerver * dun if a ap- 
pear a neceſſary Connection between the Work and 
the Worker's Approbation of ſuch. Practice; that 
then, if We admit tbe Miracle, We muſt admit the 
Practice to be a Divine Peritie; that is, We muſt 
admit the Divine Approbation of it.— How far that 
Approbation goes, is another Queſtion ; But it is 
ſufficient to my Author's Argument, that the Di- 
vine Approbation extends (as I have above put it) 
to the Innocence and Lawfulneſs of ſuch Practice; 
For This will give ſufficient. Aer to the 
Church of Rome. 

Tux only. Queſtion then remaining, ie Whether 
thine does appear any neceſſary Connection between a 
Miracle, wrought by Means of any Rite, upon 
Application to God, through that Rite, without any 


Mark or Intimation of a Di/approbation of the 


Rite having been given; whether there does ap- 
pear any neceſſary Connection between a Miracle 
ſo wrought, and the Divine Approbation of the 
Innocence and Lawfulneis of that Rite. To Me 
there appears to be a neceſſary Connection be- 
tween them; i. e. a Connection morally neceſſary; 


ſuch a Connection, as that every Man of common 
Under- 


concerning. Miraculous:-Powers. 13 


Underſtanding will, and ought to, infer- the one 


from the other; which is. ſufficient to, the preſent 
t. If We; admic that Perſons, in the 
Ages ſpcken of, have (ſor Inſtance) applied to 


God for the Cure of. Diſtempers, through the 


Touch or Adoration of. Religues or Images; and 
that God hath actually conferr d the deſired Cures, 
upon ſuch, Application, by,-and through theſe. Rites, 
without any Mark of his Diſepprobation. of ſuch 
Practice having been given ; What are We to 
conclude from hence? I think, if We have Reaſon 


and common Underſtanding, We muſt. infer,. that 


God approved. of theſe Rites, of Application, at leaſt 
as innocent and lataſul; and This, joined with ſo 
great and particular Efficacy. of them, as God's 
even working 4 Miracle, upon Application, through 
theſe. Rites, will infer the Divine Approbation of 
the Uſe of them, as not unfit, or improper Rites 
of Application. 1 do not ſee, how ſuch Appro- 
bation could. be more ſurely declared. Albion 
ſpeak as truly as Language can do; and Approbation, 
or Di/approbation, may be as ſtrongly expreſſed by 
the one, as by the other, There was a late Cuſtom, 
even in this Proteſtant Nation, of applying to 
God for the Cure of à Diſtemper, through the 
Royal. Touch; from. thence. called che Ri 7 
If Lou give up the Cures, ſaid to have been 
it, there: is an End of the Queſtion: But TY, 
aſſert . the Facts; Lak, does God Ne, of 
this Rite as.. lawful, or does He not? If You 
* He does not, it will lie upon ſome Perſons to 
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14 View of tbe Controverſy 


vindicate the Uſe of it, and of a Form of Prayey 
compoſed for, and uſed in, a Rite which God'does 
wor approve of, as lawful, though the Cures be 
aſſerted, ' But if Tou ſay He does ſo approve 
of it! how will You prove That; or defend the 
Lewfulneſn of a Practice, which ſeems to carry 
rather more Swperfition in it, than touching the 
Reliques of a Saint, or a Martyr (for Kings are 
not always either the one or the other ;) but by al- 
ledging the Cures ſuppoſed to be given, in Evidence 
of the Divine Approbation of this Rite, and no 
Mark of Diſapprobation appearing? 

T Is true, God may ſometimes ſee fit to grant 
a Requeſt, when He does not approve of the Re- 
queſt, nor of the Thing requeſted; as in the Caſe 
of the 1/raelites asking a King ; But then, He let 
Them know, at the ſame Time He granted their Re- 
queſt, that He diſapproved of both: Whereas the 
Cafe is quite different, when He grants the Re- 
queſt, and works a Miracle for it, by the Inflru- 
mentality of that Rite, "through which He is applied 
for it, without having fignified uy Diſappro- 
bation of the Rite. 

I do not ſay, that very Miracle is a Proof of 
the Divine Approbation, either of the Means, or of 
the End; For, what We may call a Miracle, may, 
for oughtWe know, be wrought by inferior Porer 


by | God's Sufferance; as Miſes i TRI 


ing his Prople againſt Thoſe who might attempt 
to ſediice Them, even though rhe Sign came to paſs. 


But what J affert is, that If God "Himſelf work a 
* Miracle 
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Miracle "through any Rite, upon Application 10 
Him for it iy that Rite, without having given any 
Mark, or Notice, of His Diſupprobution of itch 
Nite; This, as far as I am able to judge, muſt 
infer that He approues of he Infirumentality of that 
Rite of Application as lawful, innocent, and neithet 
unfit, ' nor improper. The Obſerver” ſays, thert 
muſt be ſome Circumſtance in the Miracle which 
«ſpecifies the Intention of the Worker, and ſhews 
that it is meant to authorize ſuch Uſage? This 
Aſſertion (for it is no more) I deny; and let the 
Obſerver prove it at his Leiſure. In order to a- 
thorize any Uſage, there 1s no Neceſſity that there 
ſhould be any Circumſtance in the Miracle to-ſhew, 
that the authorizing ſuch Uſage, is the Eud and 
Intention of the Miracle; if the Divine Appraba- 
tion of the Laufulneſt of ſuch Uſage, may de. in- 
ferr'd, Without knowing whether the autberiaiyg it 
were ſimply the End of the Miracle or not: But 
that the Divine Approbation of its Lawfulneſs may 
be itiferred, without that Circumſtance, will, in 
the Sequel, be ſufficiently made to appear. 
Bur let Us hear what the Obſerver hath : farther 
to urge. If God (ſays He] thinks fit to work a 
Cure by dead Men's Bones, it will not follow that 
dead Men, or their Bones ought to be wor Gipped, 
© or that God approves ſuch Monſbip, in Thot 
Who receive the Cure s. No: Ta mier the 
Worſhip. of Reliques, in the high. Senſe af Wen- 
typ; merely from Auiratlen being wrought by 
wn is an Inference too large; But We may 
7 infer 


a Obſerv. p. 8. o Obſerv. p. io. 
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infer the Lawfulneſs and Innocence of the Rite, ſo 
far as it goes; which is all the Inference contend- 
ed for; namely, that if God think fit to work a 
Cure, upon Application to Him for it, [through 
the Rite of touching, or venerating dead Men's 
Bones; We may infer (if no Mark or Intimation of 
His Diſanprobalion hath been given) that ſuch Rite 
of Application to Him is lawful and innocen.—or 
elſe I will throw away my Logic,| and conclude 


that Nothing can be inferr'd from any Thing. 


Ap "his Inference is ſufficient to our Authors 
Argument.—He is to ſhew, that Popery may gain 
Advantage by Our admitting theſe Miracles to have 
been wrought, through or for the Sake of ſuch ſuper- 
ſtitious Rites as are before-mentioned, without 

Mark of  Difapprobation given : And an Advan- 
tage Popery will certainly gain by ſuch Conceſſion, 
if Popery can plead, or appeal to,' ſuch*Miracles 
in the Primitive Ages, for the - Lawfwine/5/ and 
Innocence of the Uſe of ſuch Rites of Application: 


But this Leung and Innocence I have ſhewn 
nay be inſert'd from ſuch Miracles: Therefore, 
here is Adbantage fufficient to ſupport Their ſuper- 


ſtiliaus Veneration of Reliques, and Their Application 
to God through ſuch Rites; and conſequently Advan- 

tage ſufficient to prove the Expediency of gal 
— appealed to for that Purpoſe, | 
' AnoTHzRr Writer hath appear'd, whoſe Book 


project to be a Confutation of the Principles of the Ir. 
+roduttory Diſcourſe. But Principles ate not always 


\confuted, with the ſame Eaſe that a Ti/le-Page is ric. 
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The Principles of the Introductory Diſcourſe are, 1 
believe, far enough out of this Gentleman's Reach: 
What He has to ſay by way of Argument, lies 
within a very ſhort Compaſs; and therefore it 
will be no great Interruption, if We take it in out 
Way.—He argues, that the Worſbip of Reliques, 
Sc. was not fo eariy as the Miracles perſorm'd by 
them; arid therefore; that the /atter will not infer 
the former. I have diſtinctly ſhewn (ſays He) that 
* We may allow Miracles to have been performed 
© by a Power attending upon a monaſtic Life; upon 
the Reliques of Martyrs, the Sign of the Croſs, 
and. conſecrated Oil, before theſe Rites and Inſti- 
© tritions were abuſed, And it does not appear 
that Any of the Fathers declare actually upon 
Their own Knowledge, that Miracles were 
* wrought as Conſequences of theſe Rites and- In- 
* ſtitutions abus abuſed. And therefore though We 
© allow real Miracles to have attended upon' theſe 
Kites on the Authority of the Fathers, We may 
« conſiſtently reject theſe Rites abuſed as they are 
by the Romiſb Church.” He admits here, that 
there were | Rites and Inſtitutions, relating to the 
touching of Reliques, through which, by a Power 
attending upon them, the Miracles in . queſtion were 
wrought ; for He. ſpeaks of theſe Rites before ibèy 
were abuſed, as they now are, in the Church of 
Rome. The Abuſe of the Rites, ſuppoſes the Rites 
exiſting before. Now what are the Principles He is 
| a Mr. Comber's Examination of a late Introductory Dil- 
courle, Þ 41. a wt 


here to; confute? They are, that if Ve admit the 
Mirades; We muſt. admit tbe Rites, for the Sake of 
which the Miracles were wrought, . And that when- 
ever any ſacred. Rite becomes the Inſtrument of 
real Miracles, We ought to conſider that Rite as 
confirmed by Divine Agprobation. Now,; how does 
He eonfute This? .Why, He fays, very ſhrewdly, 
that Miracles wrought by theſe Rites, in the Pri» 
mitive Ages; will not confirm the Monſbip of Ne- 
liques, as no practiſed in the Church of Rome. 
But, if the Miracles were wronght by theſe 
Kites of tonchiny Revigues, or applying to God 
for a Cure, through ſuch Rites, fo circumſtaneed 
us afore · mentioned; This will (for any. thing he 
has ſaid) confirm the Zatufulneſ and Innocence of 
Jach Rites, which is the Concluſon of the Intro. 
confuted by this Argument. For the Poſition of 
the Introdutoty Diſcounſe is, that, If We admit the 
Miracles, We muſt admit the Rites for the Sake of 
bich the Miratles tere wrought ; and thereſoro, 
though it be true, that We are not obliged to ad- 
whit che Fonſoip,of Ritigies, in the high Senfe of 
Worſhip, as it id now faid to be practiſed in the 
Church of Nome yetꝭ it may ſtill be true, that 
We muſt admit the Rites as they were pratiiſed 
wen the Miracles were wrought; which is ſufficient 
id dur Avthor's Purpoſe 4 as it will be allowed, 
that. ſurb Rites were the Seeds at leaſt of fuch Cor- 
Faptions, as now. appear at full Growth. in the 
Romiſo Church. This is ſufficient to our Author's | 
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Argument; Fer if that chu a. 
Poſſeſſion of 2 Proof from Mirtiles; of the Latu- 
fulneſ of ſuch Rites, and of applying to God for 
the Cure of Diſtempers throayh' ach Rites; it is 
eaſy to ſee” what Advantige it will make 
of it. For ſurely the Examin&#kitews, that there 
is not one Man of  Senfe, in nde Ohutch of Rate, 
Who would go about to prove'the® Lawfulnets' of 
the Worſhip of Noli pues, in the'bigh Senſe of nur. 

(whatever the Practiee may be) by appealing 

ſuch Miracles; bit will be eontented witk the 
Neliguiarum  Wiheratio, Sansun IN aiv, a, 
Orucis” Veneratis, beſote: mentioned which Fhey 
may eaſily prove to have ben Pratticet of the 
fourth Cantury's and will be farkfie-with Dur ad- 
mitting Miracles to have betu wougt ih=öUν fcb 
Riter: Bo that to ay, that They chnnot defend, by 
theſe Means, the Mvrſbip of Reliquer,” in the big 
Benfe of 1//orſeip (3, Prattice Fhey diſelgim).is faying 
Nothing; if We leave Them in Pnſſeſſian of in 
Proof of that /ypesfitious Haxghatint, and Media- 
tie, Application, the Prattios of which Flay: 4. 
#1no«wledee, © and ' contend: for; and which afe 
Rites fufficiently 'w#lawfut5/ and, together wich 
other Doctrines and Practices; -affarding ' Ground 
enough for our Sracration front that Church 3 and 
to deter Us from deliveting u ta Fham. Progfs 
—— es mopwtnts oneq 
Rites of Application.) 1 new 7 4587 

"Tux18 is one confideygble jetian (as de Besse 
calls it) to our Author's Conglufion,w* In the next 
art D 2 > Place 
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7 = neee, although We ſhould e 
Miracles to have been the Conſequences of the 
Perſormanee of ghels Rites. oben gby/ed, yet We 
F might canſiſtently ill reject the Rites themſelves ; 
+. for if they ano bg proved [ obſerve the Reaſon, 


For itt it a curiays:one 1}. © inconſiſtent with God's 


Commands, it is-inconſiſtent to ſuppoſe them to 
be confirmed by Mis Power, and therefare We 
muſt conclude theſe; Miracles the Operations of 
+ evil Spirits. r= Ang. therefore I will tell Him 


ſomething farther that We muſt conclude too; and 
That. is, that the Avamizer's Thoughts muſt have 


been a little wandring, when He compoſed this 


Part of His Camfutatioh of our Author's Principles: 
For, in the Name of All the. Fathers, did any One, by 
the Aſiruculun Powers continued 0 the Church: after 
the Days of the Apoſtles, about Which the Queſtion is 
Did any One erer mean, by theſe, the Operatioy 
of | Boil Spirits ? >> Is not the Queſtion, Whether 
the Divine Interpoſition by Miracles, attended the 
Church in the Ages ſucceeding the Apoſtles? 
"What then have We to do with the Examiner; 
Evil Spirits Would the Miracles contended ſor, 
by the ancient and modern Doctors of the Church, 
be worth contending for, as the Operation of Evil 
Spirits? Or would they be any Thing tothe Purpoſe 
in the preſent Debate? — The Examiners Argument 
therefore, as it ſtands poſſeſsd with theſe Evil Spirits, is 
Nothing to the Purpoſe. But this Gentleman, inſtead 
of confulinę the Author He oppoſes, hath here argued 
— into an unlucky Dilemma, Which will oblige 


Him, 
Exam. p. 41. 
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Him, either to aſſert, that the Afrracies,\:inithe 
preſent / Queſtion, |. if true, were: toally the Ope- 
ration Evil Spirits or elſe to »give:ruþiutbe 
2peſtion, that if We admit the Mirades.-toi heir 
vine, We mut admil the; Innocence f thei Ritts: 
For the Riies, We ſpeak of, are ſuppoſedy1ibh 
both Sides, to be umauful, (otherwiſe theſe 
Gentlemen. would have La for Their Diſtimftiun, 
of admilliug”, the' Miracle, andi'rejefing the Rite z' 
For if theſe Ries were later. They might: aden, 
in Support of: Their Queſtion, as: well admit che 
Rite as the Miracle, and ſo would be under no 
Difficulty from this Argument:) But if theſe: Rite, 
be unlateful, they will ſtand in the ſame Claſs 
with Rites abuſed ; far Rites abuſed, are no other - 
wiſe ſo, than as they are uiilazofal, If then the 
Rites we: ſpeak af, be/wwlawfut ] it will follow, by 
this Writer's - own Principle, that the Miracles in 
Queſtion, if really wrought, were the Operation 
of Evil Spirits; for Rites abiſad (ſays He) inſer the 
Miracles wrought by them to be the Operation: 
of Evil Spirits; à Method, This, of deſend- 
ing the Truth of the Aliracles in the Ages after 
the Apoſtles, which the Gentlemen, who write 
on that Side the Queſtion, vill not thank him for, 
If, on the other hand, He ſay chat cheſs Al. 
racles were not the - Operation of Evuil Spirits, 
but Divine Miracles; then it will follow, by His 
oton Principle ſtill, that thoſe Rites were lawful ; 
Becauſe, if they were unlawful, or Rites abuſed, 
they would infer-the Miracles to be — 


— 


22 Few of. rbs Controverſy ) 

Hail. Spirits; and 'therefore, if theſe Miracles 
wand vet: the Qperation of evil Spirits, the Rite, 
could inet ge II. But now, if: Diuins M- 
alles infer lawful Nite then He gives up the 
QuieKtion, end owns,. that if Vir admit the Diuin⸗ 
— muſt adi the Lawſulne/s 'of ibe 
and:1o;" inſtead” of confluting this Principle, 
— in up, and onflemed ii. —By endea- 
vouring to ward off hie Adverſary's Qbjection, of 
giving an Advantage te the Chureh of Nome; 
He gives ups the Queltion, 'viz.. the Exiſtence ey 
Miralers for Miraeles wrought by Tui! Spirits, and 

5 Macs, are, in the preſent Caſe, the fame; fince 
Miracles wrought by Tull Spirits will not prove 
the Divine Aſſiſtates, as evidenced by - Miracles, 
in the Ages ſucgeeding the Apoſtles; Which is 
; no return to the Or.. 
Gd (fays He) may veward the Piet of che 
«Perſon Who applies co Him in Faith and Truſt, 
6 * being underſtood, 4s approving: the gu- 
tion. Withbur-boing fo underſtood by 
hoard The Peron applying) Can it be fyp- 
poſed that Hs would not underſtand God's _ 
ing His Requeſt, by tha Meang through which He 
applies ſor it, as an Apmiabation of the Iawfulneſs 
and Jnnocence of theſe Aran; if no Note of Dif 
appr ibbution- were added 2.5m» Would not the ſame 
Franſaction have alſo tha like Effact upen: the 
Spears, and upon all uccnπ,g Ages, if oe Mark 
or 2 of any —— be ever afjer 
3 given? 
4 Obſerv. p. 10. : 


concerning 'Miratnldus Piers: 2g 
given? Which muſt. be ſuppoſed in the preſent 
Caſe. Fot pig Pars I cannot ſec how. They, could 
think other wi The Argument is, God may 
reward the Pity of the Perſon applying,. by. che 
Care, without. . approving. the Means of . Aopli- 
cation. —But, as to the Man Himſelf, the Queſtion 
is 3. Is i ie reaſonable for Him. to believe, that God 
would reward His Piety by. and-through thy/e very 
Means which it is ſuppoſed that He di/approves of as 
unlawful i Would He reward the pious Man, by 
doing Wat, which would confirm him fer ever, 
and rivet Him, in His Superfition, without giving 
Him any Mark to diſtinguiſh, between, rewarding 
His Piety, and approving the Means, but leave 
Him to find out, What, without the Adliftance of 
the Obſervers Argument, He would probably never 
think of? Surely it would be very far from or- 
warding Him, thus to confirm Him in, and- give u 
Samtion to, His Saperſtition; fack a Sanction, as 
Few, I believe, would not look upon Merk 
of the Divine Hpprobation. n. 

Bor He ſeems to think,” ther the Man's Reich 
may merit ſoch a Reward, as He calls it. ſhall 
not. preſume to limit the Merits or the Rewards of 
Faith. Net do I queſtion that the Ol@nury thinks 
i will go. a grear Way + Bat This 1 way have 
Leave e tay; chat if Hle 4 of Opinion, Aar 4 
Perfon's a to God ih, Faith, feen the 
Pentr ation of Nuligue; and Images for the Care of 
Dieſes, is ſuliciett” to tuthorite "the 'Beſief ef a 
Didine Mitack to be he: in Rewwhd of this 
dh db Gas lg u 
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24 - Fiew of the Comroverſy 
He may vindicate all the preſent Superſtition oon- 
denined in the Church of Nome; provided" only, 
chat theſe Rites be practiſed in Faith ;' and ſo, the 
more (ſuperſtitious, the more Reaſon © to'expef? MI. 
rades;—If Miracles are not even now wrought by 
theſe Means, the Obſerver allows that they may be, 
in Reward of the Piety, and Faith of the Devotee; 
and what farther Mark of the Divine Approbation, 
and ' conſequently what better Vindication” of the 
Practice, would ſuch an One defire or expect? — 
May He not with Reaſon ſay—God approves of 
my Piety and Faith, in applying to Him for the 
Cure of my Diſeaſe, tbrougb the Veneration and 
Touch of a Cruciſiæ; by falling down to the Reliques of 
a Female Martyr,* or the venerable Bones of a Symeon 
 Stylites.*—Would He reward Me with the Cure thbro* 
theſe Means, if my Actions, and the Means, were ſin- 
ful; or -whlawful ? Might 1 not rather expect, as 
a Reward of my Piety and Faith, that He would 
graciouſly-give me ſome Notice of my Error, if it 
be one, that I might avoid it for the future; in- 
ſtead of ſhewing ſuch a Manifeſtation of His 
Power, his Tiers rd peydae, in my Behalf, and bro 


thoſe 
© Vid. Chryſoft Op. T. 2. * ö 
„There were Two ſo called. The Former _ Ann. 
8. lived 30 Years upon the Top of a high Pillar, whetce He 
# His Name, is ſaid to have work'd many Miracles, and died 
between Ann. 74 and 467. — The Latter flouriſhed Aan. 
527; Who, in Imitation of the Extravagance of the Other, 
68 Years in the ſame Manner ; and died, famous alſo Tor 
His Miracles, Aus. * Cav. Hit. Lit. Vol. I. p. 438, 
cos. Ed. Oxon. 17 
; Is allo Gd of the forme W 
Years upon the Top of a Rock, where He had faſtened Him- 
ſelf with a great Iron Chain. (ibid }) —Which if He had not, 
would certainly have been the wiſeſt Thing His Friend: could 
have done for Him. 
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 tonchrning Miraculous Powers. 25 
| theſe bery Means, which You tell Me are /inful, 
| and vffenſive.to Him; without the leaſt 92 
| Di/approbation ? For, though ſonie learned 
clear-ſighted Proteſtants may underſtand, that God 

may reward my Piety and Faith, by working a 
| Miracle, through, and by Mean, of, that Rite of 
| Application which I make uſe of to that End, with. 
| out ſignifying thereby any Approbation of the Law- 
fulneſs of that Rite; yet This ſeems to be a Di- 
| ſtinction (He may ſay) calculated for the Meridian 
of London, and a Subtilly, beyond the Refinement of 
the Church of Nome. 

The Truth is, Faith may undoubtedly expect 
it's Reward ; But then it muſt be a rational Faith, 
and it's Reward, the Reward proper to it.— A 
Faith proper to Perſons, Times, and Circumſtances. 
The Word Faith, in Scripture, is uſed in very 
different Significationsz But from none of them are 
We authorized to expect Miracles now.—l know 
but one Senſe of it, from whence any One may ex- 
pect This; and That is, a groundleſ ima ginary 
24 Aſſurance, This can be the only Kind of Fab 
to be found in the Expectation of Miracles, through 
ſuch Rites of Application as, it is ſuppoſed, God 
does not approve of, —Yet this is the Faith which 
the Obſerver is here contending, that God may ne- 
vertheleſs reward by a Miracle; And He is wel- 
come to make the moſt of this Argument, with- 
out juſtifying all the Superſtition of Popery, © 

But the Reader will give Me Leave to take 
Notice here, of What an ingenious Friend ſuggeſted, 
in a Converſation' upon this Subject, viz. that 
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26 Kiev of the Gentraverly . 
« They, Wha, in che Primitive Ages, may as in. 
* ferr'd the Divine Approbation of the Lawfulneſs 
7 and Innocence of the Rites in the preſent Debats, 
5 * from Mi iracles ſuppoſed to have been wrought 
© by chem; may nevertheleſs have made an loference 
that is not a right ane; Becauſe God mi ight, in 
* His Wicdam, {ce Reaſon to work, the Miracle 
through ſuch a Rite of Application, which Rite 
: He at the fame Time diſapproved of in itſelf, 
© withaut ſhewing ſuch Diſapprabation af the Rite 
© as it might wot be 4 proper Time far it; that the 
© Circumſtances, and State of the Church and 
< Chriſtianity, might require theſe, Rites to. be 
* luffer'd as Hel; z and that, though an Abolition of 
© them might, in itſelf, be proper; yet, that (as 
* our Lord ſays upon another Occaſion) They could 
© not bear it now ; and ſo that God, might intend to 
c wait a proper and fit fit Opportunity ;, to let the Mi- 
: © rack and the Rue go jojatly at preſent, and bath 
* £70% og t ogether (1 (like he Wheat and. the Tares) 
© until the Harveſt of Chriſtiagity was fully got 
in, aud che Church fo. filled and eſtabliſhed, as 
© to. admit, wich more Succeſs, ſuch 3 rang 
+ fagh a Separation of the good. and the bad; but 
„that the Hour was not. yet come.” 

I have thought proper to mention this Ob- 
jection, becauſe it is more to the Purpoſe than any 
I haye yet met with, I have endeavoured to put 
it in as ſtrong; Terms as I could, and to give it its 
que Weignt. 

Bat my learned Friend will be pleas'd. to Conf. 
Gen ws chere is a great Difference betucen ſumply 

Per- 


concerning Miraculons Powbrs. 17 
permitting of ſbFefing u Practice (upon which che 
Streſs of this Argutnent lies) and * a it 
were, à Sangibm do it; working a Mfiracir through 
that Rite or Pratiee (as is ſuppoſetl in the preſent 
Caſe) and thereby giving fuch u ſuppoſed Nate of 
Approbation, a that: the Mah cannot but — | 
TLatoſulneß and Hunbtemr of ſuch Practice: And 
therefore, tho” We may ſippoſt; that God may, 
on fore Occaflohs,” permit, or ſu A Practice to 
continue for a "Kin, which, at tHe farne Tine, 
He may Mp rot, a$ deichet HAerful nor indo⸗ 
cent; yet We Whnor, 1 think; With equal Reafon 
foppoſe, that God would als 28d 4 Mark, hien 
ſnhobld have ſuch an Appearance of His Saniton, 
and Approbation of ſuch Practices. 

Wen St. Paul found the City of Aben, whey 
given 70 Hau ( of fll Ido, w efron 

ah . 9 75 and bebeld 15 Beir Dale (md 
1. Nh Their Sacra, Their Im: ages, and 9 8 
and religious Rites) tte told ce f People, 

He perceived in alt Things 100 ſuperſtitious (ver, * 
perftitibus, Jamdl. ur esttuc) that the. Times Jt IDS 
Tenorante God winked at, emed, „ per- Nolte 
paſſed over, * or Jae to be Tires 0 
Ignorance, , I WI A bong} is confiſtent 
With a Difa approdation of ſach.. Practices: Hut 
God had al turought Miracles by Their e 
5 Altars, upon Thelr Application: o Him 
brough Their Sacred Rites ; J .This would have been 


2 5 than fimply permilling, . * e te 
ractices; it wou haye been ane of ' 


the. Tmvcance and evil of the ; and there- 
E 2 fore 
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28 Vie of the Controverſy 


fore incon/itent with any ſuppoſed Diſapprobation. 
Bur I would aſk (in the Caſe ſuppoſed) which 
is the Man to do? He knows not the Rite to be 
ſinful, or unlawſul; but thinks the Contrary, 
when Ile makes Uſe. of it. He halh likewiſe 
a frong appearing Mark of God's Approbation. of 
the Innocence and Lawfuineſs of it, by his working. 
a Miracle, at the Deſire of the Supplicant, 
W this Rite. For the Miracle is, all along, in 
this Debate, ſuppoſed to be a Divine Miracle, a Mi- 
racle wrought by God., Is He now to wait, notwith- 
This, all His Life after, without venturing 
again to uſe the ſame; in order to fee, whether God 
may-not, in ſome future Time, give Notice of His 
Diſapprobation ; and which Time may, for the fame 
Reaſon, be expected from Century to Century? Or, 
if the ſame Rite be ſuppoſed to have been practiſod 
twenty Times, and received, as often, the ſame ap- 
pearing Note of ſuch Divine Approbation; is He ſtill 
to ſuſpef?, that, poſſibly, God may | hereafter give 
an Intimation that He did not approve of it? And 
is ſuch a mere Suſpicion, to have more Weight 
Sainſt the Practice, than the preſent poſitive Mark 
of Approbation hath for the Practice? = 
Well, but till. He may infer wrong, —If He 
may, notwithſtanding what I have faid, which 
places the higheſt Probability on the other Side z ĩt 
muſt, 1 think, be allowed to be an excuſeable, 
and almoſt inevitable Error, in any Man who will 
follow His Reaſon; and the Concluſion ſuch, as 
He could | ſcarce avoid making. In a word, 
ch is the bigbeſt Probabuity of His being i in the 


right; 


L 


„ 
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rigte; which ſurely is to qu-neigh de ler 
Poſſibility of His being in the ng. 
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As to the ſuccecding Ages, the ObjaRtions Anim 
oonſider d, does not lie Becauſe, if, in many 
Ages aſter, there ſhould.; have appear'd no] ſuch 
Mark of the Divine Diſapprobatian of ſuch, Rites 
as We are ſpeaking of; the Inference is ſo much the. 


ſtronger for the divine Approbation of their. Law- 


fulneſs and Innocence; ſuppoling the Miracles to 


have been wrought. ſo circumſtanced as before 
mentioned; and that there hath been no; Marks of 
ſuch Diſapprobation ſhewn,; muſt, (as I have before 
obſerved) be, ſuppoſed in the preſent | Queſtion : 
otherwiſe, .: the Caſe now , debated would be na 
Queſtion at all: For, if it could be proyed,, that 
God had ſo explained His, Will and Intention, and 
Diſapprobation. of. any Rite, through which He 
had thought: proper, in His Wiſdom, notwithſtand- 
ing, to work a; Miracle; no One would: ga about 
to argue for His Approbation of it, from er e 
againſt His expreſs Declaration of the Contrary. Or 

if it could be proved, that He hath Siren as 
ſtrong an Evidence only (but 45 ſirong it muſt 
be) for His Di/approbation ; as the Miracle is of His 
Approbation; This likewiſe would preclude the 
Argument from the Latter, The Queſtion there- 
fore can be, only, what Inference is to be drawn 
from a Divine Miracle, ſo circumſtanced as afore- 


ſaid, without any Mark of Diſapprobation. haying 
been ſhewn. And this being the Queſtion ; the 


foregoing Reaſoning, I think, ſtands good, for i 54 


ferting che Divine Approbation F the u 
cent and lawful, 
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Is it be ſaid, chat the Vun of Mirkoles wn, 
upon Application through-ſuch Rite, is 27 front 
a” Proof of the Divine. Di/approbation'of the Rites 3 
al chte Miratles Were, bf the Divine'\z4pprobatitm g 
Tu Imuſt deny; Decnuſe the Diſk tion of 
working Miracles a u, through any Rite, may be 
ſahichens to account for the Want of Minzeles; in any 


Caſe, 'with6urt's of the N of Appli-. 
rien as lawful in itſelf; Prayer to God 1hrough 
Seis, is a Rite of Application, which We khow⸗ 
karh” the Divihe probation; and yet the'want of 


Mitre, though requeſted through that Rite, may 
ext ir the preſent State of the Chureh; 
© cout for, from God's not ſeeing it pro: 
to wotk Miracles 47 ay and does not itifer 4 
Mpprobarton of the” Rite. = We cannot conclude, 
even from any common Regiſt hot being grant- 
ed, "That the Rite of Application is therefore diſ. 
approved of; "much leis can We draw fuch a Con- 
tluflon, from not obtal the Requeſt of M. 
ractes. LUMfitacles teaſing to — wrought; therefore, 
thrdbjth ſuch Rites, à8 they ate reported to have 
been wronght by, in the Ages now in Queſtion, is ſo 
far frotm being a; rig 4 Prof of God's Diſappro 
dalion of the Rites, as tlie working Miratles {LOR 
thoſe Rites was à Proof of H 4» robation 
bf” ther ; chat it is no Proof at all, = But owever, 
att . Nr bc from the want of Miracles nov, wit 
de of do Forte againft Thoſe who appeal to Ni- 
racles i in the Primitive Church a as inferring the Divi 
Approbatjon of Their ſuperſtitious Rites; Becau 
the ſarme Perſons contend for the, Calumet of 
* ſtill in their own. 
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But it may perhaps by urged, that God's expreſs 
Dedarations in un, againſt all Superſtition 2 
Idelatry, are as ſtrong a Proof of His we e 
tian of theſe Ries; as the Miracles can be f yp» 
poſed to he of His Approbation; and therefore, that 
the Miracles do not infer His Ar abation of yan 
Ivourp reply, chat by God's expreſs U 


try, muſt be meant, either His expre ſs general De- 
clarations again all Superſtition, and Idohatry.; or 
His exprek pariien/ar Declayations, againlk n 
dißal, or ſpecial Rite, I che former be meant? 
is may be conſidered, that a Divine Aracl, wrought 
dy any Rite, bre which the. Supplicapt applies 
far it, is a ranger Mark of God's, Approbatian of 
the Innocence of that Rite, than His general Hecla : 
ration. againſt Superſtitiog and; Idalatry can be; of 
His Di/appradatian 3 where God's direct Will and 
Intention (a4 being delivered in generals) muſt be 
leſs ⁰hιuνS— intelligible; and in which, Caſe the 
maſt reaſonable. Concluſion would be, that that 
Rite, having fuch an expreſs Aghation, cannot be 
a Part. of the Idolatry, or Superſtition ferbiddan. 
. 1s, by God's expreſs Decharation againſt. all Su- 
perſtitan-apd Idolatry, be meant His exgreß gar 
vi cular Declaration, agaiuſt particular Rites ; then, 
I ſay; chat it is not reaſanable,. 10; ſuppoſe, that 


| God would give ſuch a miraculaus Sandfion, to. any 


Rite, as is ſuppoſed, which,He had, in, Scripture, 

given an-æhα and parhicular Brakubiligy, of ; as 
leaſt not. without, giving, at the ame; Time, ſame 
ERrplaxation, of this Conduct; to prevent. the 
GW Mankind muſt . atherwiſe, ESA 


tions in Scripture, agaipſt all, Superition — 2 
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3a View of the Controverſy” 
be involved in, without being able to extricate 
Themſelves ; by TY on one hand, à Pro- 
bibition-of the Rite; and , on the other, a Divine 
Satftion of it: And This, with reſpect to the Sup- 
#licans Himſelf, as well as Others ; and whether He 
be ſuppoſed to know, or be ignorant of ſuch Probibition. 
If Hebeſuppoſed to tut it, though ſuch Suppoſition 
be not very conſiſtent with (at leaſt a good Man's) 
venturing to apply through ſuch a Rite; yet, it 
is leſs conſiſtent wich the Suppoſition, of God's 
giving Him ſuch a Mark of Divine Approbation. 
If He be ſuppoſed to be ignorant of. ſuch Pro- 
hibition; yet ſtill ſuch Explanation appears ne- 
cefliry, as there really was ſuch a Prohibition, and 
as the Man may hereafter be informed of, and 
inſtructed in the Knowledge of it. 

Bur however This be; if the Rite, through 
which God- is ſaid to work the Miracle, be a 
Rite, of which He is ſuppoſed to have given, 
in Scripture, an expreſ and particular Probibition; 
whether He add any Explanation of this Conduct, 
or not; the Miracle, ſo circumſtanced, is reduced 
to the Caſe of a Miracle wrought through a Rite, 
of which particular Rite, a Mark of the Divine 
Diſapprobution hath been given; and therefore is 
a Caſe beyond the Limits of the preſent Queſtion; 
wherein (as I have all along ſtated the Caſe) no 
Mark of Diſapprobation muſt be ſuppoſed to have 
been given But, if the/Gentlemen on the other 
Side ſhould diſlike this Manner of ſtating the Que- 
ſtion;, I beg Leave to obſerve, once ſor all, that 
if this Suppoſition be not included in' the State of 


the Queſtion ; it is not only (as I obſerved before) 
making 


concerning Miraculous Powers. 33 
making it no Queſtion at all; but cannot, in Fact, 
be the Queſtion of the preſent Debate: For, if 

+ They ſuppoſe the Rites of Application, through 
which They - contend for Divine Miracles having 
been wrought in the Ages ſucceeding the Apoſtles,” 
to have been Rites of which God hath given His 
expreſs and particular Prohibition in Scripture; and 
ſhould think proper to argue from that Topic, that 
therefore the Miracle does not infer the Divine 
Approbation of the Rite ; Then, ſince the Primitive 
Fathers have recorded theſe Miracles, and ſpoken 
of theſe Rites with Approbation; They will, con- 
ſequently charge the Fathers, either with being ig- 
norant of the expreſs, and particular Prohibition of 
Scripture ; or elſe, with approving Practices, 
which are directly contrary to God's expreſs and 
particular Prohibitions. The firſt will be incon- 
ſiſtent with the Wiſdom, the ſecond with' the 
Piety of the Primitive Fathers. And, I ſuppoſe, 
theſe Gentlemen will not contend for ſtating the 
Queſtion, in any Manner that muſt be done at 
the Expence of either the one, or the other bod theſe 
Suppoſitions. 

To ſuppoſe theſe Primitive Fathers miſtaken, 
as to the Lawfulneſs or Innocence of certain Rites, 
of which particular Rites, there is ſuppoſed to be 
no expreſs Mark or Declaration of the Divine Di/- 
approbation given; may be conſiſtent with the 
Character of Wiſdom and Piety (becauſe a wiſe Man 
may yet in ſuch a Caſe be nfiſtaken 3) But to ſup- 
poſe Them ignorant of the Unlawfulneſs of Rztes; 
which have in Scripture, received God's expreſs | 
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and particular Probihition, is a Reflection, which, 
I dare ſay, theſe Writers will not preſume to 
throw upon the Fathers. The former then muſk 
be the Caſe, with Reſpect to thoſe Rites in the 


| preſent Debate; But bere, you lee, the Suppoſition 


of no Mart of the Divine Diſapprohatian of ſuch 
particular Rites, is included; and therefore, that 


FSuppeſition muſt (as I have ſaid) make Part in 


the State of the preſent Queſtion: And if ſo, 
then, to ſuppoſe that the Rizes, through which 
God is ſaid to have work'd the Miracles in De- 
bate, are Rites, of which God hath given His ex- 
preſs particular Probibition z and therefore, that the 
Miracles will not infer His Approbation of the Rites; 
This, would be arguing upon a Suppaſition, which 
is beyond the Bounds of the preſent Queſtion : 
which therefore muſt be (as I have all along ſtated 
it) Whether a Divine Miracle, wrought for the 
Cure of a Perſon, through. the Rite by which He 
applies to God for it, and where 0 Mark or No- 
tice is given of God's Diſapprobation of the Rite; 
whether a Miracle ſo circumſtanced, will infer the 
Divine Approbation of the Rite, as innocent and laws 
ful; and therefore, whether, if We admit the Mi- 
racles, We muſt not alſo admit the Innocence and 
Lawfulcek of the Rite. — This is the Queſtion 
to which the Debate muſt be reduced, and which 


therefore was the Queſtion to be examined, _ 
The ſame ingenious Perſon before-mentioned, 


ſeemed to think, that Something might be pleaded, 
from the Caſe of Sax! and the Woman at Ender, in 


favour . 
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concerning Miraculous Powers. 35 
favour of the Opinion, that a Divine Mirattz, 
wrought /brough any Rite, by which God is ap- 
plied to for it, will not truly infer the Innocence 
of the Rite, But when the Circumftances of this 
remarkable Story are duly conſidered, the Cale will 
peut to have o Relation to the preſent Queſtiof. 

Ir is not certain, whether God interpoſed} or 


whether it might not be within the Potory of che fa- 


miliar Spirit to whom Saul applied, to raife up &a- 
muel, or ſome other Spirit per eating Samuel, by 
God's Permiſſion. If the latter were the Caſe ; 
then it is plain indeed that the Divine Approbation 
of the Lawfulneſs of the Rite can no more be 
inferr'd, than the Divine Approbation of the 
Heathen Rites of Application to Their Gods and 
Oracles, can be infert'd from the Succeſs which 
God might think proper to faffer Them to re- 
ceive from thence : But then the Reaſon 'why the 
Divine Approbation cannot be inferr'd from che 
Succeſs of this Rite, is becauſe the Miracle, in 
this Caſe, was not properly a Divine Miracle, but 
a Miracle wrought by an Evil Spirit. 

Bor ſuppoſing that God interpoſed in the Affair, 
and that Samut appeared, not by the Power of 
Enchantment, but by God's Direction and Appoint- 
"ment Taking the Caſe to be foz it may yer be 
confider'd, 1. That We find, Saul had cat of 
Thoſe that had familiar Spirits, aud the Wizards out 
of the Land. 1 Sam. xxviii. 9. And therefore 
muſt be ſuppoſed to know before hand that this 


Rite of enquiting of familiar Spirits was unlawful. 


F. 2 — 2, Saul 
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2. Saul did not apply to God, but to the Woman, 
and Her familiar Spirit, He had before enquired of 
the Lord, but the Lord would not anſwer Him, nei- 
ther by Dreams, nor by Urim, nor by Prophets, 
ver. 6.— And therefore it was, that He ſought out 
a Woman with a familiar Spirit, to raiſe up Sa- 
muel; nor did He underſtand any Power to be 
exerciſed in the Caſe, beſides That of the Woman, 
by Her familiar Spirit; therefore could not infer the 
Divine Approbation of this Application to En- 
chautment; on the Contrary, would think, that 
God was no way concerned in it; Becauſe He had 
already refuſed io anſwer Him, and was departed 
from Him, and become His Enemy, ver. 15, 16.— 
3. When Samuel appeared, He rebuked Saul ſe- 
verely, for this His Preſumption in the whole 
Tranſaction; ſo that here was a "Mark of Dif- 
approbation ſhewn, by God's Prophet : Or if this be 
ſuppoſed to be only a Diſapprobation of the calling 
up Samuel; yet the whole Turn of the Story, and 
the Circumſtances attending it, plainly ſhew, that 
Saul knew what He was doing to be an unlawful 
Act; and that the divine Power interpoſed, un- 
known to Saul, to permit the Requeſt to take 
place; and to raiſe up Samuel for a Rebuke to Saul, 
and in the way of Puniſhment ; which can never 
- infer the Divine Approbation of the Rite. The 
Reader will now conſider theſe Circumſtances of 
the Story; and I ſhall leave it to Him to apply 
theſe Obſervations farther, and to compare them 
with the Caſe in the preſent Debate ; and make 


co 


{though not from the Subject) to examine an Ob- 
jection or two which occurred, in conſidering the 
Matter in hand. I now return to His Pen- | 
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no Doubt that He will ſoon perceive, that they 
are directly oppoſite to each other. 


I Ask Pardon of the Author of the Ober- 
vations, for having a little digreſſed from Him 


pblet. 
The Introduftory Diſcourſe ſays, That "nk. 


© ever any Sacred Rite or religious Inſtitution be- 


© comes the Inſtrument of real Miracles, We 
© ought to conſider that Rite, as confirmed by 
© Divine Approbation t. To which the Obſerver 
anſwers, It may as plauſibly be ſaid, that if 
God makes any Man the Inſtrument of real Mi. 


© racles, We ought to conſider that Man. as ap- 


* prov'd of God“. — And ſo We may, ſo far as 
the Man is concern'd in the preſent Argument. 


But there is a Fallacy in this Reaſoning, which an 


attentive Reader will ſee, and which I dare ſay 
the Writer did not.— What do We mean, by 
the Divine Approbation of the ſacred Rite, when We 
ſay, that it may be inferred, from that ſacred Rite 
being made an Inſtrument of a real Miracle? Does 
any Man mean more than the Divine A 5 
of the Lawfulneſs of the Uſe of it? — This is all 
which the Author, I believe, intended; I am ſure 
it is all that is neceſſary to ene 76 to 
infer, 
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Bor now, When the Obſerver talks of infer- 
ring, in like manner, the Divine Af probation of 
the Man, from tht Man being made a like Inſtru- 
ment; What does He mean by The Man? Why, 
He means the mbral Character of the Man. But 
was there ever ſuch a Parallel drawn ? What bas 
the moral Charafer of the Man to do here, i. e. 
the Man, abſtracted from all Relation to the pre. 
ſom Caſe? The Divine Approbation of the Uſe of 
be Man may, indeed, be inferr'd from His being 
made an Intramem of a rea! Miracle; as the Ap- 
probation of the Uſe of the Rite is inferr'd, in the 
other Caſe ; But the moral Character of the Man, 
hath no Concern in the Argument. The Lauul- 
neſs of the Inſtrumemality of them, may, in each 
Caſe; be inferr'd; and that is all which i is neceſſary 
to the Purpoſe to infer. 

But the Obſerver,” overlooking that it was in 

the ſacred Rite, of which We infer the Divine Ap. 
probation, argues (very plauſibly, indeed,” as He 
ſays) that if the facred Rite be approved, be Man 


muſt be approved; and fo, by a loofe and vague 
Expreſſion, He thinks to involve che Argument 


in an Abſurdity : Whereas, let Him be pleaſed to 
ſpeak determinately; and ſay, that if the Divine 
Approbation of the Uſe of the facred Rite (which 
is what the Author means by the ſacred Rite) be 
inferr d from the Rite being made an Inſtrument 
of a Miracle; then, the Divine Approbation of 
the moral Cbaracter of the Man (which is what 
the — means by the Man) may be inferr'd 

from 


- wo" 
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from the Man being made a like Inſtrumette 
Let Him argue thus (as He in Reality does) 
and then every one will ſee, that the whole is it 
logical, and Nothing at al to the Purpoſe. 

And yet it is certain (ſays He) if — b 
© to believed, that bad Men have been made [n+ 
* ſirument; in the Hand. of God for very extra- 
ordinary Purpoſes", And *tis true, that ay from 
hence no mare can be inferr'd, than the Divine Ap- 
probation of the Inſtrumentality of bad Men in His 
Hand, for very. extraordinary Purpoſes : So neither 
in the other Caſe, can any Thing more be inferr'd, 
than the Divine Approbation af the IJuſtrumentality 
of the Rite. Nor is any Thing more contended 
for, or neceſſary to the Argument.— The Appro- 
bation of the Inſtrumæmaliſy is the only Thing We 
are concerned with; and That, We ſee, is equally 
hes in beth Caſes alike. The Reader may, per- 
haps, think that I ought to make an Apology far 
having taken any Notice af this: Ob/ervation.- 
But every Thing which comes from fo eminent a 
Writer, as the Author of the Obſerpetions, is 
worthy. our Regard, and even His Sophiſms have 
their Dignity. This might be a ſufficient An- 
ſwer to all the Obſerver proceeds to quote from Dr. 
ſo great a Name, and that Names may not paſs 
* I. ſhall take a particular n 
it. 

Th B Obſerver cites it, as 3 
One of the ableſt Writers of His Time, Who had 


© well 


' » Thid, 


4 
11d 
: 
. 
„ 
[1 i 
1 = 
j . 
7 
. 
i 64 
' 14 
8 4 
' 
%* 
* 
N 
U | 
5 
I 
ia 
4 5 
ö , 
1 
4 : ”S 
i} bh 
1's a 
43 - 7 
1 * 
| "4 4 
”F T 
| „ 
9 
1 : 
1 
» 
4 
[ W 
„ TH 
' % 
14 | | 
_ 4 
. i; 
1. 
wn. 
WIS +. 
4 
4 
wy: 
* 
1 
1 
by. 
© 17 
1 
\ £2 
I 5, 
! 
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© well conſidered the Caſe“:“ Not intending, - bs 
ſuppoſe; that We ſhould ſubſcribe to any Man's: 
Determination, any farther than His Argument” 
reaches.—But it ſeems He had well conſidered the- 
Caſe, was One of the ableſt Writers of His Time, and 
replies to the very Argument. 5 
FRoM One of the ableſt Writers ef His Time, 
and Who had well conſidered the Caſe, One would 
expect AY conſiderable. —L ex Us then attend 
to it. ; 
TRA RAR is no Reaſon to ſuppoſe (fays Dr. 
c « Clog) that every Circumſtance of the Devotion 
of Chriſtians that received miraculous Relief 
« muſt be atteſted by thoſe Miracles which God 
« wrought in Confirmation of the Truth of Chri- 
© ſtianity*.” This is Nothing to our Purpoſe. 
For the Queſtion is not, whether every Circum- 
ftance of the Devotion in general of Chriſtians, be 
atteſted by the Miracles wrought in Confirmation 
of Chriſtianity in general: But whether the Law- 
fulneſs or Innocence of the Uſe of any particular 
Rite of Devotion, be atteſted by Miracles wrought 
by Means of that Rite, upon Application to God 
through the ſame ; Which is quite a curerentThing, | 
But Dr. Claget goes on. | 
© Gop has made Uſe even of wicked Men for 
* the working of Miracles ; and I cannot under- 
« ſtand, why a Miracle may not be wrought in 
© Behalf of a Sincere Man, without approving His 
© Weakneſs, any more than he Other's Wi _— 
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© is approved by God's making Uſe of Him to 
* teſtify the Truth“. 1 anſwer ; In this Caſe, The 
Weakneſs of the Man, is not What We infer the Dr 
vine Approbation of; but, of the lawfol U of tbe 
Rite.— In the other Caſe, the Wiekedne of the 
Man, His general moral Character, is not apptoved 
by His being made an Inſtramem of a Mrucle; 
becauſe His moral Character has no Connection with 
or Relation to, the Miracle. Nothing can be in- 
ferr'd, for that Reaſon, from a Divine Wiyazle, 
wrought by means of a bad Man, but that God 
approves of the Inſtrumenality of the Man; and 
Nothing is inferr*d, in the other Caſe, but that He 
approves of the Lawfulneſs or Innocence of the Rite 
(between which, and the Miracle being wrought 
by means of that Rite, upon Application through 
the ſame, I have already ſhewn that there is a he- 
ceſſary ConneBion) which indeed are the only two 
Things to be compared, not the moral Charutkers of 
the Men. | | 
TRR Obſerver next tells a Story, which Dr. 
Claget mentions from Jerom; that Heſjebins, 2 
holy Man, ventured His Life to ſteal the Body 
« of Hilarion the Monk, out of the, Garden of 
© Cyprus, where He was buried, to carry it to 
© Paleſtine; and that Conſtantia took the Loſe of 
the Body ſo to Heart, that She died upon 
© it, — That even in His Time there were great 
Miracles done in both Places; which raiſed a 
© Contention between Thoſe of Paleſtine and Thofe 
| G 
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« of Cyprus, one pretending to his Body, the other 
« to his Spirit; being willing, it ſeems, to divide 
the Saint between them. — I ſhall forbear making 
any Remarks upon the Story,—St. Jerom and Dr. 
Claget, and perhaps more Doctors have told it. 
But however, Dr. Claget, it ſeems, — does not 
pretend to vouch for the Truth of it,” [though St. 
Jerom, His Author, does vouch for it, and that the 
Miracles were done even in His Time] * as with- 
© out Doubt (ſays the Obſerver, very gravely) all 
Stories of this Kind are not to be received in- 
differently: But to the Purpoſe of our preſent 
Argument, He [Dr. Claget] makes this Re. 
mark upon it—If Miracles were done in both 
Places, I am pretty well ſatisfied that God did 
« not thereby intend to demonſtrate either the 
« Clearneſs of Hefychius, or the Diſcretion of Con- 
© tantia in this Buſineſs, nor approve the violent 
© Paſſion of Either of Them for Reliques. —That 
© thoſe Miracles did by no means canonize the 
© Weakneſs of any holy Perſon, in the Matter of 
* Martyrs, or Saints, or Reliques, nor the Indi- 
© cration of Heſychius or Conſtantia, nor did they 
© give any Authority at all to ſuch Examples b.“ 
Now, I believe, the intelligent Reader will 
ealily ſee, that all this long Story, and the Re- 
mark upon it, are ſo far from being any Deter- 
mination of the Queſtion, that they are intirely fo- 
reign. —The Author of the Huroductory Diſcourſe 
maintains, that a Miracle wrought by Divine Power 
N for 
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for the Cure of a Perſon, by means of the touching 
(for Inſtance) of Reliques, upon the Perſon's applying 
to God for that Cure, by the Veneration and Touch 
of ſuch Reliques ; will infer that ſuch Veneration, 
and the Lawfulneſs or Innocence of the Uſe of ſuch 
a Rite of Application, have the Divine Approbation. 
And now, What have We in Anſwer to This? 
Why, We have a Remark upon an idle Story, about 
a holy Man ſtealing a Mont; and Conſtantia's dy ing 
upon it. — That the Miracles ſaid to be wrought, 
did not infer the Innocence of the One, nor the Dil- 
cretion of the Other. — But What is all This to the 
Purpoſe ? Does any One ſay, that Miracles wrought 
by means of a Relique, would infer the Divine 
Approbation of Theft, or Folly ? But ſtill, if Di- 
vine Miracles had been wrought upon Heſychius, 
or Conſtantia, or any Other, by means of this 
Stoln Relique, through Application made, by a re- 
ligious Veneration of it; This, I imagine, would 
be thought to infer the Divine Approbation of the 
Lawfulneſs or Innocence of the Uſe of ſuch a Rite 
of Application ; Which is all the Author is con- 

cern'd to defend—whatever becomes of the reſt of 
the Story, 

Sincr then, by the Obſerver's 'Confeſlion, if 
there appear to be a neceſſary Connection between 
the Work, and the Worker's Approbation of ſuch 
Practice; We muſt, in ſuch Caſe, admit the 
Lawfulneſs and Innocence of the Uſe of the Rite, 
if We admit che Miracle to be wrought by Appli- 
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cation tbrough ſuch Rite; and ſince it has been. 
L think, ſufficiently made to appear, that there is a 
neceſſary Connection between the Work, the Mi- 
racle ſo wrought, and the Worker's Approbation of 
the Laufulneſs and Innocence of the e of ſych 
Practice, ſuch Rite, through which it is wrought 3 
it follows, that either We myſt reject the Truth 
of the Miracles ſaid to have been wrought through 
ſuch Sort of Rites; or elſe We muſt admit them 
as Confirmatians of the Lawfulneſs or Innocence of the 
Uſe of fuch Rites: And therefore, the conce- 
ding ſuch Miracles, ſo wrought, in thoſe Centuries, 
to. which the Papiſts appeal for ſuch Miracles; 
is 2 Conceſſion, which, if Popery.cannot gain Ad- 
vamage by, I know not any by which it can; 
ſince, it appears to Me to be a dire#? Conceſſion, in 
Support of the like ſuperſtitious Rites uſed. in the 
Church of Rome, So that this Aſſertian turns out, 
to be neither ſo hold, nor fo needleſly adventured 
upon, as the Obſerver repreſents it,—* When We 
© ſee this Writer (ſays He) thus needlefly adven- 
i turing upon a bold Aſertion, and ſetting All Chri- 
6 * ſtian Writers, both ancient and modern, at abſolute 
Defiance; it gives but too much Cauſe for S 
© picton, that Something elſe lay at Bottom, to excite 
* Him to this Undertaking, beſides /he. Grawth of 
< Popery in this Kingdom'". —— As to the Charge of 
N fetting All Chriſtiau Writers, bath ancient and al 
dern, at abfolute Defiance; it will more proper 
be taken notice of in another Place, As tg = 
Aﬀertion being boldly and ucedleſly mY upon 3 
I ſhall only obſerve, that if to aſſert, that a Con- 
4 Obſery. p. 5+ ceſſion 
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© ceſſion of ſuch Miracles to the Ages after the 
* Apoſtles, to which Papiſts may appeal in Support 
* of Their ſuperſtitious Rites, will give Advantage 
* to Popery”, be a Propoſition which the Author of 
the [ntradufory Diſcourſe can prove : and if, an 
the other ſide, to aſſert, that Papery ean gain 10 
Advantage by ſuch Conceſſion,“ be a Propaſitlon 
which the Obſerver neither has, nor can prove; 
the Reader will judge, to which of the e Aff. 
lians, the Bolgneſs is properly to be charged. . | 
| Bu there is Cauſe for Suſiviox (it ſeems) tho? 
Something ofſe lies at Bottam. Hut if the Foundation 
of this Suſpicion (which We find was the ſuppoſed 
 Baldneſs and Neadleſueſt of the Aﬀertion) is taken 
away; the Author will be in no great Pain for 
the Obſervers Superſtructure; His Obſervation that 
Something elſe muſt lie at Bottoms The Author of 
the Intraductory Diſcourſe bath ſhewn (as He thinks) 
that the Growth of Popery may be advantaged by 
the Conceſſion, If the Obferver thinks the Con- 
trary 3 Is it not a ſufficient Account of this Pha- 
nomenon, that Doctors differ, and that One of 
Them is miſtaken? — Why muſt | Samething elſe 
lie at Bottom? - I would fay Nothing willingly, 
that might juſtly give Offence to the Qſeruer : Nut 
I cannot avoid ſaying, that the throwing out dark 
Suſpicions and dubious Innuendos, af Same!bing alſ⸗ 
lying at Bottom, Which always leaves the candid 
Reader to ſuppoſe the very worſt He can ; though 
it be but too common a Cuſtom, 1s yet not very 


conliſtent with the Charity of a OT Writer, 
whether ancient or modern. * 
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Tux Author of the Introductory Diſcourſe ſays, 
chat the pretended Miracles of the fourth Cen- 
©* tury, were not only in general, and for the greateſt 
Fart, but intirely and univerſally the Effects of 
Fraud and Impoſture . This the Obſerver re- 
peats, and adds - meaning in the Biſhops and 
© Clergy, Whom He (the Author of the Introductory 
* Diſcourſe) charges but a few Lines after, with 
© tampering with Lies and Forgeries. Surely This 
is an unreaſonable Stretch. But if the Biſhops 
and Clergy believed, reported, referred to, or ar- 
gued upon falſe Miracles ; is not This ſufficient to 
authorize the Charge of tampering with Lies and 
Forgeries z without concluding, that He muſt 
mean to Charge the Biſhops and Clergy with being 
the Liars and Forgers Themſelves ? To fix This 
as His Meaning from What He hath here ſaid, is 
therefore, to ſay the leaſt of it, @ very «unreaſonable 
Stretch. | | 

© War is it not as eaſy (ſays the Obſerver) to 
« aſcribe” the Credit of ſuch Miracles to mere Su- 
« perſtition and Credulity, as to Fraud and Im- 
« poſture® ?—The Credit of them with Whom ? 
— With the Relators, and Others, in the ſame 


or after Ages, Who were not the Spectators of theſe 
pretended Miracles; the Credit of them may poſſi- 
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bly be aſcribed merely to Superſtition and Credulity in 
Them : But the Miracles muſt ſtill be, originally, the 
Effects of Fraud and Impoſture.— As to the Perſons 
on Whom they are ſaid to have been wrought; if they 
really were not wrought, they could have no Credit 
with Them from any ſuppoſed Superſtition or Cre- 
dulity : For no Man could believe He was cured of 
a Diſtemper, by the Touch of a Relique or a Cru- 
cifix, or the Oil of the Lamps ; when He fo 
Himſelf ſtill labouring under the ſame. If ſuc 
Miracles therefore were pretended, by the Perſons 
Themſelves on Whom ſuch Cures were ſaid to have 
been wrought, and were not real ; they muſt here 
be the Effect of Fraud and Impaſture. — As to the 
Speftators, and the Populace of thoſe Times; nei- 
ther could mere Superſtition and Credulity be ſuffi- 
cient here to account for the Univgrſality, and Series 
of Credit, which theſe pretended Miracles obtained. 
IA few Perſons, in a few Inſtances, may 
poſſibly be ſuppoſed, through mere Superſtition and 
Credulity, to have fancied They have ſeen Mira- 
cles of this Kind, when there have been none : But 
it cannot eaſily be ſuppoſed, that fuch a Number of 
pretended incredible Events, as are recorded of the 
fourth, and ſucceding Ages, could have been all 
believed really to have been true Events by the 
Spetators, and Populace of thoſe Ages, merely 
from Their own Superſtition and - Creaulity. The 
Fraud of Others muſt be called in to account for it. 
Theſe numerous pretended Miracles could not have 
had ſuch a Series of Credit, if no ſuch Cures, or 
Effects, of whatever Kind they were, had ap- 

peared 
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jearel toThem to have been miraculouſly wrought, 
by ſuch Rites as are before-mentioned ; and if 
there were really no fuch Events at all, as were 
pretended 3 or if not miraculous ; they could not 
have fo conflantly, or frequently appeared to have 
attended the Rites, merely from the Superſtition and 
Credulity of the SpeFators ; but muſt be owing to 
ſome Fraud and Tmpoſture behind the Stene. A fre- 
quent Repetition and Vryal of the ſame Rites, would 
have diſcovered the Miſtake, vnlefs the Succeſs 
had deen ſupported by the 4rtifice of Orbers 3 and 
cafinot be fuppoſed to have defcended through fe- 
yeral Centuries; the fatne Rites to have been per- 
petually applied to, and the fame, or the like 
Events to have appeared regularly to follow; un- 
lefs Fraud and Impoſtyre be taken in to account fot 
- the Succeſs of the Deluſion.— In that bungling Trick 
(as Mr. Addiſon calls it) played at Naples with the 
Blood of St. Jannarius; it may perhaps be ſup- 

poled, that the Spectaturs may have been 0 fr 
carried by their Superſtition and Credulity, as to 
have imagined the Blood, once or twice, to have 
liquified, at the Approach of the Sain's Head, 
when it really did not: But can it be ſuppoſed, 
that the /ame Event could have akways and conſtamiy 
appeared, and have been believed to be real, 
through mere Superſtition and Credulity, if there 


really was never any ſuch Event? And can this 


Even be ſuppoſed regularly and conſtantly to appear, 
if not miraculous, without the Aſſiſtance of Fraug 
and Impoſture to carry on the Cheat? In like 
manner, the pretended Cure of a Perſon diſeaſed, 

by 
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by the Touch of a; Religue, or by any other ſuper-. 
ſtitious Rite, might perhaps by chance, once or” 
twice, appear to be a real Event: But could there, 
conſtantly appear to be the like Event, thraughr 

mere Superſtition and Credulity, if there was 30 
ſack real Event ?=There muſt. be Fraud ang hre 
poſture in the Caſe. 

Mere Superſtition and Credutity, therefore, N 
they. may be ſuppoſed to account for the Credit of 
pretended Miracles in after Ages, and in Thoſe | 
Who are not the Spectators, and in a few Inftances ; ' 
yet are not ſufficient to account for. the Origin of 
ſuch a Number of incredible Fictions, as are recorded 
of the fourth and, following Ages; nor for the Se- 
ries of Succeſs with the. Populace; but muſt have 
been the Effects of Fraud and Impoſture ſome: 
wbere.— The Author of the IniroduZory Diſcourſe 
does not, in this Place, ſay where ; nor any 
Thing here (Whatever He may have faid, elſe- 
here) which can infer His Meaning to be, chat this 
Fraud or Impoſture was in the Biſhops and Clergy ; 
but may therefore (for any Thing He has here 
ſaid) ſuppoſe the Biſhops and Clergy to have . cre- 
dited them through Their Superſtition and Credulity ; - 
and the Fraud and Impoſture to have been. in | 
Others. 

Js every Mat (ays the Obſerver) a Knave or 
Ca ' Cheat, Who believes that there is Vertue in A. 
* Charm or an Amulet“? —No': but the conſtant 

Uſe, and Series of Credit, which Charm and Anu 
lets, obtained in ſeveral Ages, muſt be owing to 
H a the 
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go" nus of abe Crowe 
the — which the Faith in ſuch Rind of 
Things received, from the Artifiee of Inpeαν⏑ 
of Noavrs and beats ſomewhefe. Otherwiſe; + 
How comes it to paſs, that che Nef of 
Odarm and Hmulels is not as great nb, as cr? 
Can the Decline of it be itypared d any — 4 
but the ceaſing of that Fraud and Mnpefure, ud 
the Power and Credit of thoſe Krtve and Cbrats, 


err 


5 How dots He know, (yy the Ob/zrver) that 
40 thts and Cittgy did not believe them, i. r. 
de pretthded Wipes P=Why, fo far from 

ſaying here, chät They did 30 believe any bf 
them; He 1 3 95 that They might 3 be 
deluded To far, by Other People's Forgeries, as 
© i take chem for feal Miracles. 1 This Be 
the Obſerver does take notice of; but then He 
tells Us, that the Author only fays This, when 
© He is in a b#ter Mood, and that This ſhews He 
mlt, at random” * meaning, that This is incon- 
# ent with calling them mere Forgeries, the Effects 

of Fraud and impoſture. But how ſo? Are not 
Orber People's Forgeries as much mere Forgeries, the 
Effects of Fraud and Impoſture, as if they were 
the Frauds and Forgeries of the Fathers ? —Aye, 
but He has gone farther, and faid, that the 
* Principal Fathers. of the fourth Age, have af- 
© firmed as true, What They Themſelves had ei- 
ther forged, or What They knew at TY 
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be forged.”.” And This is incon/ifent with 
ſuppoſing Them to be deluded with other People's 
Forgeries,— True, it is ſo, in the /ame Inſtances 
but not in different. Might They not be ſuppoſed 
to forge ſome Miracles Themſelves, and to now 
ſome to be forged; and yet to he deluded with re- 
ſpect to others? When the Qb/erver has there- 
fore ſhewn, that the Author at the Intradyfory 
Difeaurſe has ſaid, that Otber Peoples Forgezigs, and 
Their own were the ſame ; or that they were deluded 
by: Othexs, in the Miracles which They forged 
Themelves, or knew te be forged ; He will then 
have ſhewn that the Writer He oppoſes is incon- 
ſiſtenz; But till He has done That, and © in g 
lulter Meod ; it will be thought perhaps that He 
ſhould take his own Reflection home, and be con- 
tented to be thought, for once, to alt at raum. 
WII, but our Author has ſaid, that © the 
« prineipal Fathers of the fourth Age have affirmed 
4 4 true, What They Themſelves had either 
forged. = NP . 1 kaſt ? be 
+ forged." the partici rgument 

the Obſerver) now under Conſideration, _ 
With all ics Foxes upon this Suppoſition “. 
The Argument here referr'd to is This. — When 
We reflect an that ſurpriſing Confidence and Se- 
5 Ia with which the principal Fathers of this 
0 ge have affirmed as true, What They 
6 Then ves had her forged, © or What 2 
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© knew at leaſt to be forgedz It is natural to 
© ſuſpe&, that ſo bold a Defiance of ſacred Truth 
could not be acquired, or become general at 
once, but muſt haye been carried gradually to 
© that Heigth, by Cuſtom and the Example of 
former Times, and a long Experience of What 
© the Credulity and Superſtition of the Multitude 
«would bear. But ſhould it not (ſays the 
6. Obſerver) have been proved, as well as ſuppoſed, 
© that theſe Fathers reported falſe Miracles, not 

© out of Credulity, but downright Knavery z' not 

© as believing them to be true, but as knowing them 
© to be forged > *—'Tis agreed, that this particu- 


lar Argument depends upon the Truth of the Sup- 


poſition, that the Fathers eitber forged Miracles 
Themſelves, or knew them to be forged; and tis ad- 
mitted alſo, that This ought to be proved (by ſuch 
Kind of Proof as, in the Nature of the Thing, it 
will admit of) as well as ſuppoſed. But then it does 
not follow, that it ought to be proved at Length 
bere, in the Introductory Diſcourſe ; 3 Which is, in 
its Nature, defigned only to be an Introduction to a 
larger Wort; in which larger Work, if This be fo 
proved, it will be ſufficient. The Obſerver indeed 


was aware of This, and therefore ſays— Per- 


© haps He expects We ſhould wait for the Proof, 
till His large Work comes out . Perhaps indeed 


He may; and 1 do not think that He expects 


any Thing very unreaſonable cherein. 

7 IP! Bo r 
o Introd. Diſc. p. 36. r 
Obſerv. p. 16. | 
, Ibid. 


concerning Miraculous Powers. $4 
Bur then (ſays; the Obſerver) in the mean 
Time, He muſt. give up his previous Argument 
a as a mere Impertinence hut why ſo?— The 
Deſign of an {ntroduFory, or previous Diſcourſe, is 
only to give a, general View, of What the Book it- 
ſelf is to draw out in Form, and inforce by proper 
Arguments or Inſtances, at Length. To do This 
in the previous Diſcourſe, would be to turn the In- 
fralullion into the Book ilfe. The Author ob- 
viates all Objections of this Kind, by expreſsly 
acquainting Us with the Intention and: Defien of 
this Introductory Diſcourſe 1 and that this Particular 
of the Fathers Conduct; namely, Their ef 
and propagating falſe Miracles, which (He ſays) 
They either forged Themſelves, or knew to; be 
forged, js to be the proper Buſineſs of His larger 
Work; In which (He tells Us) He ſhall endea- 
* your to evince, by particular Facts and Teſti- 
* monies, What this general View cf the Queſtion, 
© here given, and the Reflections naturally ariſing 
from it, would previouſly diſ poſe Us to ſiiſpels; 
« that the pretended Miracles of the Primitive 
« Church were all mere Fictions; which the pious 
and zealous Fathers, partly from a weak. Credy. 
* lity, and partly, from Reaſons of Policy; be- 
C lieving ſome perhaps to be true, and knowin 
i all of them to be uſeful,” were induced to ing 


« poule and Propagute,, for hy Support of a righ- 
« teous Cauſe *,? 


Tux Introductory Dias is here el to 
be (What, by the Nature of it, it ſhould be) only 


* 4 . - . g a 
7 Obſerv. p. 16. 2 Introd. Diſc, p. 41. 


34 Fi of the Orntroverſy 
4 Vie of the Queſtion, and What may 
7550 diſpoſe Us to fuſpett, &c. 9 —— 
immer, which are particularly 10 cvince it, are 
t6 come after, in the larger Work," of which it 
will be the proper, and not in the Introduction, 
where it would have been the improper Bu fineſi.— 
Why" then muſt the Author give up His previows 
as a mere Impertinence? Would this 
Writer have had Him tranſtribed the Book into 
the Preface ? —T don't know What the Obſerver 
may think, but I am apt to fancy, that the Pub- 
He would have looked upon it to have been as im- 

in the Author to dave done This, as in 


Any body elſe to expect it. 

Bor it ought (fays the Obſerver) to have ſome 
©-Fvoting of its own to ſtand upon; Which it 
© cannot have, if i it takes pro conceſſo, the very Thing 
© which the principal Evidence is to prove. If the 
previous Argument containg in it, all that is requiſite 
w the Eud and Purpoſe it is defigned for; then it 
will have 1 Footing of its own to tand upon. 
Now, the End and Deſign of it is, proſeſſedly, 
only, and no more, than to give ſuch a general 
Vu of the Queſtion, and the Reflections ne 
ariſing ſrom that general View; as may be ſyffi- 
eient to diſpoſe Us previouſly 10 ſuſpelt that the 
Fathers either forged Miracles, or knew them to 
de forget.—Confider now the previous Argument 
in this Light, and ſee whether it does not contain 
"all 4. is ee thi End. n ny 


r Obſery. p. 16. » See Introd. Diſc. p. 41. | 


Concer ny Mr arwdons Powers. & 
before acquainted the Reader, chat Mr. Bodtbrli, 
One of the moſt avtalous Admirers of Primitive 
_ Amriquicy;/-+ condemns the Miracles of the ſourtk 
„Century, as grerally forged and fabüloub: mr 
« the Proof of Which, He appeals to the menu 
6 Fictions, Which St. MVanaſſus; St. Jerom, and 
St ory Muh, have related ”* (—=and'* tive 
© They, and St. Epiphany, St. Bafl, St. ne, 
© St. Auſtin, und St. Oy have all feveratty 
© recorded, and foleinnly atteſted, a Nember 6f 
Miracles, ſaid to be wreught in Cotifirimation: bf 
ſorne favourite Inſtitutions of thoſe Days, whithy 
in the Judgthitht of AY] the learned and eandid 
© Proteſtatits, re manifeſtly KEirious, ant Utterly 


incredible . Now is this Account ef the Fl 


chers true, ot is it not ? If it be not, hy Ves not 
the O5/e vy contractict it? If it be true, tien here 
are Mirarles forged, and the Fathers of the fou 
Century, Who {out Author ſays) had more Leaf 
ing, more Judgment, and lefs Credulity chan the 
earlier Fathers “, eſpouſing and propegating them; 
earned, judicious, and not the moſt credulous Fa- 
thers, eſpouſing and propagating forged Miracles, ri- 
diculous. Stories, and incredible Fiftions—How is 
This to be reconciled ? Why, unleſs We will fup- 
poſe, that ſuch learned and judicious Perſons, and 
not the moſt Credulous, were yet, at the ſame Time, 
ſo abſurdly credulous and ſuperſtitions, as tb believe 
ſuch manifeſt Fictions, and Stories utterly incredible; 

7 a. 9 Þ. of z Introd. Diſc. p. ga. 

iſc. p. 37. | 


7, Vid. Introd. 
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5G. . View, of tbe Qntroverſj — 2 


unleſs We will ſuppoſe ſuch an .Incan/itency in Their 
Character, there muſt lie a Preſumption at leaſt, a 
previous. Suſpicion, that They either forged | ſuch 
Miracles Themſelves, or knew them to be forged, 
and · propagated them as uſeſul, in, ſupport of Their 
Cauſe ; miſtaken, as to the Layfulneſs of ſuch 
Conduct. Are not here Conſiderations enough, 
to diſpoſe Us previouſly to ſiſpeltꝭ This? And has not 
the, previous Argument, therefore all that is requifite 
in ita to anſwer the Eud it, was deſigned for: 
and therefore ſufficiew, Footing of its . own to ſtand 
pon fis not this Account of Fathers and Miracles 
ſufficient to reſt the previous Argument upon, and 
to. ſtay our Stomachs till the larger Work is pub- 
liſhed 3, in which, perhaps, We may have more 
than We. ſhall be able to digeſt ?—But however, i it 
appears at . preſent that the Author does not take 
His Opinion of the Fathers pro conceſſo in this 
Argument; but forms it upon a rational Pre- 
fumption here, which is to be opened, and exa- 
mined, at large hereafter. 


IV. 

Bur there is an Objection which the Obſerver 
makes to the Author's Argument, which does in- 
deed ſeem to carry ſome Force with it, at firſt 
hearing; though, if duly conſidered, does not 
really conclude any Thing againſt i it. 

Tux Obſerver thus puts it :=* The Fathers of 
© the fourth Century, with ſurprizing Confidence, 

report Miracles as Gone | in Their Time which 

"ware 
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concerning Miraculous Powers. 57 
© were Impoſtures. But it is not natural to think, 
„that They would have had this Aſſurance, if 
© They had not had the Examples of former Times 
© to convince Them how much the Credulity and 
Superſtition of the Multitude would bear. There- 
© fore the Miracles reported to have been done in 
© thoſe former Times, muſt be Impeſtures like- - 
* wiſe*.* 


Bur it is to be noted, that the Tutrodattory Dil. © | 


courſe does not conclude, that therefore the Mira- 
cles reported of the former Times muſt be Im- 
poſtures likewiſe ; but only, that # is natural o 
ſuſpeF it ; Which is a very different Thing: And 
therefore the Reader is deſired to bear in Mind, 
that the Introductory Diſcourſe does not give the 
Argument as a direct Concluſive, but only as a 
preſumptive Argument; and conſequently, that the 
Obſerver has miſrepreſented it.—This Remark will 
be of uſe preſently. —Now let us hear His Oö. 


ſervation, © 
Lr me aſk this Reaſoner (fays the Obſerver) 


© ſuppoſe it can be ſhewn, as it is very eaſy to be 


© ſhewn, that the Fathers of the ſecond and third 


* Centuries have reported, as He will fay falſe, 
Miracles as done in Their Times, with the ſame 
© Confidence, that the Fathers of the fourth Cen- 
* tury have reported them as done in Theirs; 
© will it not follow by His Logic, that in like 
© manner as the fourth Century was prepared to 
© receive the Ie of that Age, by the Im- 
I poſtures 

2 Obſerv. p. 17. Vid. Introd. Diſc. p. 36. 
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and third Centuries were alſo prepared, ta admit 


Via of the Qmtruvegſu 
3 the /econd and third z, ſo the ſecand 


* the” Impoſtures of thoſe. Ages, by the I- 
poſtures. of the fir. b:. — But in order to 
make this Queſtion pertinent; the, Obſerver. muſt 
ſhew, not only, that the Fathers of the ſecmnd. and 
third, Centuries have reported tbe falſe Miracles 
which They bave reported, with the ſame Confi-. 
dence that the Fathers of the fourth Century, b 
reported the falſe Miracles which They have report 
which may perhaps be very caſy. to, ſhew,, KI 
comes, not up to the, Point: But He muſt ſh 

alſo, in order to make the Confidence 9 


the Whole, fo, as to affect this Argument — He 


muſt ſhey, that the. Miracles reported, by the Fa- 
thers of the. /econd and third Centuries are as nu 
merous, as abſurd, as ridiculous and incredible (dich, 
it is ut very eaßy to ſhew) as thoſe reported by the. 
Fathers of the fourth Century, — Till the Obſerver 
has ſhewn This, He cannot ſay (at leaſt He cannot. 


prove). that the Fathers of the /ecapdand ibitd Ages 


appear to have the ſame Confidence, upan.the Whole, 
as Thoſe. of the Fourth: And therefore, ſuch an 
Argument, from the /zcond and bird, Ages, to the. 
fill; has not the ſame. Foundation , to.. procede. 
upon, as the Argument from the faurth. Age, to 
the ſecond and third. 

In the fourth Century, the Miracles reported are. 


ſo numerous and ridiculous, ſo ill atteſted, ſo mani- 


feltly fifiitious and increlille; that they. prove, be- 
yond Contradiftion, that an Attempt to impoſe 
them upon the People, muſt ſuppoſe the Confidence 
and Security of the Fathers to have ariſen to a ſur- 

V Obſerv. p. 17,18. prizing 


r — 20 ” Fw —¹ Ä . , 


concerning Mirattlons Powers. 59 
yrithle Hriprb. This Heigth of Cotifidence and 


Security We cannot ſuppoſe the Fathers to have 


arrived at, or that They ventured upon ſuch 
Practice, all at onre ; but that They proceded gra- 
_ dtallly and rook Time in making Their Advances; 
which preſumptively infers ſome Degree of the like 
Practice of tampering with falſe Miracles, ſome 
Example in the Ages preceding; that the Attempt 
had been made by Their Predeceſſors; and that, 
from the Example of former Fathers, Who had 
found Succeſi in Their Times, through the Super- 
ftition and Credulity of the Multitude, the later 
Fathers now ventured to procede fariber; Their 
Confidence aroſe tb an higher Degree, as They ob- 
ſerved, from ſuch former Examples, What Su- 
perſtition and Credulity in the People had born; 
on which Foundation They advanced farther and 
farther, till Their Confidence and Security aroſe to 
that ſurprizing Heigth, viſible in the numerous 
and incredible Fictions of the fourth Century; 
Which; without thus ſuppoſing ſome Dette of tlie 
like Practice in the Ages preceding, is not to be 
accounted for.— And thus the falſe Miracles of 
the fourth Age, infer preſumptively the falſe Mi- 
fables of the ſerond and third, 

Bur now the fame way of Reaſoning will not 
ruke place, from the ſecond and third Centuries, 
to the Fin. 

Whatever later Writers may have done, as 
Ruffinus, Gregory of Tours, Metaphraſtes, Cedre- 
nus, Sigebertus, Nicepborus, and Others, and per- 


'h haps 
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60 View of the Controverſy 
| haps even Euſebius ©; We do not find the Fathers 
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Themſelves of the ſecond or third Century, report- 
ing ſuch Miracles, neither as to Number, or 
Kind; nor laying. Claim to ſuch miraculous 
Powers; as We find in the Fathers of * fourth, 


and following Ages. 


Ir Origen * be frequently diſplaying upon the 
wied, viſible among the Chriſtians of His Time; 
We ſhall find that they are'the Power of Exorciſm, 
of curing Diſeaſes, by the Impoſition of Hands 
and Prayer, of Prophecy, or the like. The ſame 
may be ſaid of Juſtin Martyr, Tertullian, Ireneus, 
Minutius Felix, Cyprian, &c.-We do not hear, 
in thoſe Ages, of the daily Miracles wrought by 


the Reliques of Martyrs, as St. Chryſoftom reports 


of His Times*; nor ſuch Stories = _P and 
St. Auſtin, 
© Nutat quandoq; illa ¶ Fides ſeil. ] Euſebianarum Narrationum, 
ſep? dubiis Teſlibus, ſæpè Vulgi Rumoribus nixa : Qyale illud de 
miraculoſis Sanationjbus, que fierent Cæſareæ Philippi, ex Uſu 
Herbæ cujuſdam, ad Pedes Statue Chriſto ſcilicet conſecratæ 
ſuccreſcentis, nempe «'s %%% ut ferebant Hiſt. 1. vii. c. xviii. 
Adde Hiſtoriolam de Aſturio, c. xvii. præcedente, & id genus 
quaſdam alias.—F. S panbem. Introd. ad Chronol. & Hiſt. Sacr. 
Tom. i. p. 347. 

Tun Story which Zuſebius relates of this Afturius is, that 
He brought up to the Top of the Water, and there made it 
float, the Carcaſs of a Victim which the Heathens uſed, at a 
certain Annual Ceremony, to throw into the Fountains which 
ſupplied the River Jordan; and which the Devil uſed, till 


that Time, to cauſe to diſappear ; but could never after repeat 
the Illuſion. 


Contra Celſum. paſſim. 


T 4 ing5uv Isen d Thy wapripur — gu- 
tam. — Chry/eft. Op. T. ii. p. 555. Ed. Bened. 


1 


\ a. 


concerning Miraculous Powers. 6x 


St. Auſtin, St. Ambroſe, and Others (Writers of 


the fourth; Century) have related. We do not 
hear, in the ſecond or third Centuries, of the' Sign 


of the Croſs throwing open Gates, as' St. Chryſoſtom 


relates ; nor of Any-one being ſaved from drown- 
ing in a Shipwreck, by tying the Myſteries of the 
Sacrament about his Neck, as St. Ambroſe reports®. 
— The Author of the Examination mentions the 
Cure performed by Oil, upon the Emperor Sep- 
timius Severus, by one Proculus, in the Beginning 
of the third Century; as the Story is told by Ter- 
tullian . The Examiner fays, It is very well 

« worth Obſervation, that Tertullian in His Addreſs 
to Scapula, the cruel Preſident of Afric, inſiſts 
much upon Severus's Kindneſs, to a Chriſtian, 


Who had miraculouſly cured Him with the Sacred 


Oil. Now it cannot be ſuppoſed that Tertullian 
* would have inſiſted upon this Miracle, had it not 
© been a Fact certain beyond Diſpute, and Which 
* Scapula Himſelf was not unacquainted with; or 


_ © at leaſt What He might eaſily be made acquainted 


* with, Becauſe otherwiſe, the inſiſting on this 
Miracle might be very dangerous, or at leaſt of 
© no Uſe **, — This Gentleman takes it for granted, 
that this Cure was miraculous, or performed by 


the Sacred Oil.—I know indeed that it is generally 


ſo taken* : But Tertullian does not ſay fo; Nor 
do 
f Tins ene tor tei may ey jrey On, 1 x vov, Wes 


 evigts xeuranioulday, — Tom. vii. p. 552. 
44. Pp. 1125. Op. T. 2. 


De exceſſu Satyri. L. i. $. 43, 
Ed. Bened. 

b Ad Scap. c. iv. + Mr. Comber's Examination, p-. 38. 

Vid. Deylingii Obſerv. Sacr, Tom. ili. p. 485. 
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62 Neue the Onion 
do His Words neoeſſarily infer it. Ipſc etiam 
Severus Pater Antonini, Chriftianorum memor 
« fuit. ' Nam & Protulum Chriftionum, Qui Tor- 

pacion cognominabatur, Euhodize Procuratorem, 

Qui Eum per Oleum aliquando curaverat, requi- 
fit, & in Palatio ſuo habuit uſque #d Mortem 
ejus'.— Where is any chung faid of a Miracle, 
or Sazred Oil? It is well known that there were a 
Soft of Perſons called Jatralittaæ, Who uſed to 
perform Cures by meam of Oils and ents 
This was a very ancient Method of Cure; and 
Oil is known to be of excellent Uſe in many Cats; 
and it has been thought that no more can be fairly 
concluded from the Words of Tertullian, thin that 
Proculus, Who might probably be One of this 


Sort of Phyſicians, had cured the Emperor in this 


manner; on which Account He was afterwards, 
though then a Chriſtian, ſent for to Court, and 

from thenceforward entertained in the Palace by 
Severus; either out of Gratitude, or'for the Sake 
of this medicinal Art i. Proculum Cbriſtianum, 

* Qui Eum aliquando curaverat, requifivit . It 
does not appear therefore, that Tertullian did inſiſt 
on This as a Miracle; but only as a Reaſon of 
Severns's taking notice of Proculus, though a Chri- 
ftian, Nor does it appear but fliat Proculus 
might have performed. this Cute before He was a 
Chriſtian : But if it was performed when He was 
a Chriſtian, it does not follow that the Cute muſt 
have .been en nor can it be proved (as 1 


have 


! Conf. Yan Dale. Antiq. Diſſert. viii. SY 


have. neun) from Tertullian's Wards, that He in- 
tended, to relate. it, as, ſuch. But Whatever, was the: 
Opinion and: Praffice in regard to Unition with, 
the. Sacred: Oil, in Tertullias Time.z. We da not 
hear, in thaſe Days, of Perſons reſtored from 
Death to Life, by the Oil of the Martyrs Lamps. 3 
aa St. Ai null Us there were in the ſcurih Cen- 


1 8 leſs, do We hear of ſuch. incredible F- 
tions, as adorn the Writings of the fifth and. /ixth, 
Centuries , particularly, the Dialagues under: the. 
Name of Gregory. the. Great; of Perſons reſtored 
to Sight and Life, by the Touch. of Balian Monts 3. 
of Their. walking. upon Water; of Rivers changing 
their Courſe, and following Them into, new Chan- 
nels, which They traced; out to them; of Water 
riſing up almoſt to the Roofs of Churches, without 
entring the Doors, which yet at the ſame. Time. 
food chen; and of Pieces of Gold dropt from Hea- 
ven“. Theſe, with numberleſs other Stories of 
the like Stamp, which Lou may, read in this Au- 
thor, as alſo in Evagrius, and Gr egory of Tours, 
are ſuſficient to-ſhew.. the Charafter and Genius of. 
theſe Ages *. 


Two 


mw De Civie. Dei. L. 22. C. viii. 4 18. 


Vid. Introd, Diſe, p. 32. 


® Gregarii Taroxanfi1, Hiſteriis, adde Narrationes bene malt 
apud Fes rrium——et Dialogos ſub Gregerii M. Nomine, de 
ta et lis Sanctorum—atque intelliges Conditiovem 
Temporum,. invectamque tum in eb ut paſſim Barba- 
riem, fic Supetſtitionem quandoque Gentili fœdiarem. F. 
Spabem. Introd. &c. Tom. I. 8e | 


concerning; Miraculous Powers. 63, 
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64 Diem of the Controverſy 
Two moſt ridiculous Stories there are, related of 


the third Century, That of the Seven Sleepers, 
Who are ſaid to have ſlept in a Cave from the 
Time of Decius, to Theodoſius junior, about two 
hundred Years ; and That of the Britiſh Urſula, 


with Her eleven thouſand Virgins, Who ſuffered 
Martyrdom for Their Faith and * among 


the Ubi in Germany. : 


Bur as to the former, the Account is not given 


by any contemporary Writers, Who are All ſilent; 


and the Firſt Who tells the Story is Gregory of Tours, 


in the Sixth Century,—A Man of no great Judg-. 


ment or Sagacity “. 

As to the other Story, the Legendary Writers, 
from Whom the Account comes, contradi One 
Another as to the Date of the Tranſaction; Some 


referring it to the fourth, Others to the fifth Cen- 


tury; nor is there a greater Agreement among 
Them in the other Circumſtances of the Story *, — 
*Tis pleaſant to hear Baronius telling Us, deperditam 
eſſe earum Virginum veram germanamgue Hiſtoriam, 


NumzRoOUSs indeed are the Miracles reported of 
Gregory of Neocæſarea (commonly called Thauma- 


turgus) of the third Century : But they ſtand chiefly 
upon the Credit 0 two Brothers, Baſil and 
| Gregory 


Vir erat pro Sæculo, quo vixit, non ineruditus: Sed in 

= Jodiciumet et Avian non immerito deſideres. Cap. 
Liter. Vol. I. p n 

The Character * Hilduinus the Abbat of the 
ninth Century is Parcendum eft fimplicitati viri religioſi ; Qui 
multa aliter, quam ſe veritas habeat, æſtimans, non Callidita- 
tis aſtu, ſed Benignitatis ac Simplicitatis Voto, Literis com- 
mendavit.—Epip. ad Ludov. Imp. 


4 Vid. F. Spanhem. Introd. &c. Tom. 1. p. 349. 
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Gregory Nyſſen, of the fourth Century, Who had 
them (Dr. Cave ſays) from Their Grandmother *. 
I need make no Remark therefore upon hat 
Sort of Credit theſe Miracles are referred to the * 
Century. 

Tuovcon ſome Degree of Confidence dete de 
and a Degree of the like Practice of falſiy claiming 
Miraculous Powers, be ſuppoſed in the ſecond and 
third Centuries ; yet This will not infer the like 
Practice in the Ages before them; or that the Mi- 
racles of the firſt Age were Impoſtures alſo; as the 
Impoſtures of the fourth Age have been ſhewn to in- 
fer the Impoſtures of the ſecond and third: Becauſe, 
the Argument drawn from the Character proper to 
the fourth, and ſucceeding Ages, ceaſes in the ſe- 
cond and third, and therefore reaches not to r 
above them. 

Taz Nature, and Number of the Miracles 8 
recorded by the Writers of the ſecond and tbird 
Centuries, are ſuch as, though ſuppoſed to be Im- 
poſtures, it may be thought that the Fathers of thoſe 
Ages might venture upon, in Imitation of the true 
Miracles of the firſ Age; and that the Confidence 
of the Fathers herein, is no greater, than what may 
be conſiſtent with ſuppoſing the Practice to have 
been then is it's Infancy ; and ſuch as may be ſuf- 
ficiently accounted for, admitting the Miracles of 
the firſt, or Apoſtolic Age, to have been (as they 
undoubtedly were) true and genuine; which cannot 
be ſaid of that big Degree of Confidence and Secu- 
rity, which appeared 1 in the Fathers of the fourth, 

K and 

Liſe of 8. Gregory Thaumaturgus. Sect. x11. 
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and ſycceding Ages, by Their patronizing ſuch 4 
Number of ridiculous, incredible Fictions, as Wie 
find recorded, and vouched, by the Wein af 
thoſe Times reſpectively. 

TRUE Miracles, in the Apoſtolic Age, might 
give a Foundation for imitating them in the next: 
But true Miracles in any Age, can never afford 3 


| Foundation ſufficient for any Perſon's preſuming, 


or venturing, to propagate ſuch a Number of abr 
ſurd and manſtrous Stories, as We read in the Au- 
thors of the fourth Century, and downwards; an 
Heigth of Confidence and Security, which muſt ſup- 


poſe ſome Degree of the like in the Ages before 


them. The Origin of this Practice muſt have been 


ſomewhere ; and We have Reaſon to think that it 
could not have been in the fourib Century, becauſe 
in that Age the Practice was as it were at Malu. 
rity : But it does not therefore follow, that the Origin 
could not have been in the ſecond Century, when the 
Practice was not at Maturity. The Ohſervers Con- 
ſequence thereſore, that the ſame Way of rea- 
“ ſoning will hold from the ſecond and third Ages, 
sto the fr; which the Author of the Iutroducto- 
* ry Diſcourſe makes uſe of from the fourth Age, 
+ to the ſecond and third;” falls to the Ground: 
And This Obſervation, which He ſeems to think 
of ſuch Force as to overturn the - preſent Argu- 
ment, the Reader, I believe, ſees, by this Time, 
has no great Matter in it.—It may indeed be 48 
#laufibly ſaid, as ſome Things have been before it 3 
Which may ſerve for an Example to Us, that 
Flauſible Things, though coming from the Pens of 

eminent 
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emment Writers, may ſotnetimes Happen, never- 
tte ss, to be attendetl witli che ne of being 


a dyes tht Purpoſe. 


Fr it be ſkid, that tHe = Deve of Stpepfe 
tim and Credulity in the Mullimue of the fourth 


Age may account for the Bed Degrer of Coli 
nc? and Security in the Fathe/s of that Age; 
wittioar ſuppoſſng any Thing of the like in the” 
Apes preceding; Tanſwer 

Wunxrvrx Degtee of Creduly and Super 
tion be fuppoſetl in the Affe of the four 
Century; the Fathers could not know, from that 


Age; What it was, nor how much it would bear, 


ill bey bad triem it: But'it' is not reaſonable to 
ſuppoſe, that They would have ventured to have 
begun their Practice upon it; and tried it, as it were 
at one, with ſuch a Number of intredible' Fibtions 3, 
unleſs They had ſome: Authority to venture ſo 
far, from Something of the lite Pruttice having 
been already: began in former Ages; which 
They might reaſonably preſume would take off 
the: Novelty: of the Thing; and the Taſte of the 
mirurulous, which from Time to Time the People 
hadabeen accuſtomed to, from the ſecond, throught 
theubird Century, might be ſuppoſed to have pre- 
pared the Stomachs of the fourth, for the more eaſy” 
ſwallowing, What They now therefore thought 
They: might venture to dee them with. So that, 
tho a high Degree of Superſtition and Credulity in 
the Multitu de of the fourth Century, may account 
for the Confidence and Security of the Fuibers, in 
Il „ ariſing at Length to a 
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greater Heigth than they otherwiſe might have 
done; yet We cannot from thence. alone account 
for Their venturing to practice upon the fourth 
Age, with that ſurpriſing Degree of Confidence and 
Security, from the Beginning, in the incredible. 
Fictions They reported; unleſs We alſo ſuppoſe 
ſome Precedent or Example of the like Practice in 
the Ages before: Becauſe They could not know 
What the high Degree of Superſtition and Credulity 
in this Age would bear; if They had not firſt had 
the ſurpriſing Degree of Confidence to try it. This 
therefore muſt have been arrived at gradually, and 
from the Examples and Precedents of the Trade of 
Miracle-making, though in a lower Degree, in 
the foregoing Centuries of the Church. 

Bur let it be alſo farther · conſidered, that if $u- 
perſtition and Credulity were at ſo great a Heigth, as 
indeed they were, throughout the forth Century; 
then this bigb Degree of them in the fourth Cen- 
tury, muſt ſuppoſe ſome Degree of both in the Ages 
preceding ; And That being a good Ground for the 
Fathers of thoſe Ages to work upon, no doubt but 
They took Care to cultivate it as much as it would 
bear; and ſo the high Degree of Superſtition and 
Creaulity in the Populace of the fourth Century, 
will ſtrengthen the Argument drawn from the bjgh. 
Degree of Confidence and Security in the Fathers of 
that Age, for the Impoſitions and falſe Miracles « 
the /econd and third Centuries. 

Bur neither here again will the like way of ar- 
guing hold, from the ſecond and third Age to the 
Juſt: Becauſe the Superſtition and Credulity of the 

ſecond 
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ſecond and third Ages were not in ſo high a Degree, 

(in the Multitude, whatever they were in the Fathers) 
as to infer the like in the A gs, neee them, as was 
the Caſe of the fourth Century. ..-. 

I x now that the Author of the i Dif- | 
courſe ſuppoſes Credulity to be Part of the diſtin- 
guiſhing Character of the early Ages after; the 
Apoſtles ; and that even the Fathers of thoſe, Ages 
were more credulous than Thoſe, of The fourth. 
P. 42. 37. But I muſt own, it ſeems to me more 
reaſonable to ſuppoſe, chat in the ſecond and third 
Age, the Converts to a Religion, as yet new. and 
unſettled, tho*, They might be /o credulaus as to 
admit ſome Fictions and Impolitions, ſome extra- 
ordinary Claims to Miraculous Powers; yet were 
at firſt more cautious, and upon Their Guard, than 
to give Credit to the moſt ridiculous and monſtrous 
Stories; If their Teachers had ventured: either 
from Credulity or Fraud, to have propoſed ſuch to 
them: And therefore that the State of Credulity, 
in the Multitude, in the /econd and third Ages, was 
not in that Degree, as to be inconſiſtent with ſup- 
poſing it then in its Beginning; and ſo not to infer 
any Thing of the Age before it, the Age of Chriſt 
and His Apoſtles, But as the Religion took deeper 
Root in the Minds of the People, and as They 
gave Themſelves up more and more, implicitly, 
to the Guidance of their Teachers; They ran by 
Degrees into the other Extreme of Credulity and 
. Superſtition; which in the fourtb Century We find at 
ſuch a Heigth, as plainly to ſhew that the Beginning 
of them could not be in that Age; but muſt have 


been 


70 Vid of mo Contpvorrfy / 
been growing by Degrees, and infer therefore ſome 
Degtee of che like, in the Ages before. From hence 
dbwhwards We ſtill find the fame Qualities in- 
creaſing, till the Church was at laſt-clouded' over” 
with- all the Superſtition of tie Churcb of Rome; 
which continued, *cill* the Riformation ſtruck a 
new Light into Men's Minds, and” brought Them 
agait to their ſober” Senſes ; and (tho Some may 
pay perhaps too great a Veneration to the Fathers, 
yet upon the whole) F wiſti We are not now going on 
to the mat Stagr of Li Libertiniſm, and ſo runmig the 
Cirrie into the Infidelity again of the firſt” Ages: 
IT appears therefore, by What has beeti faid, 
that the Obſerver is miſtaken in imagining that the” 
ſame Method of arguing, which the Introductory 
Diſcourſe employs, to infer the falſe. Miracles of 
the ſerond and third Ages, from thoſe of the fourth; 
will bold equally from the ſecond and third Ages, to 
the ;firſt.—T need not repeat.— The Reader ſees 
that the Character proper to the fourth and ſucced- 
ing Apes; which infers the falſe Miracles of the 
ſetond and third; is not applicable to theſe Centu- 
ries, and therefore affects not the Age above them. 
But Now, ä | 
 StconDLY;—Let'the Reader recollect, What 
I mention d at the Entrance of this Head, viz. 
that the Argument uſed by the Author of che- Thu 
tradumory Diſcourſe, is not deſigned to be a direti 
concluſive, but only a preſumpiive Argument. 
Ax now, to uſe the Obſervers Words in an- 
. Place - a Preſumption, however, muſt 
* give: Way to plain Evidence on the other Sie 
if 
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© if ſuch Exidence ſhould be found. — To-this 
We agree, and notwithſtanding: this. Argument, 
from the high Degree of Confidence and Security 
in the Fathers of the ſourib Age, in farging, or 
reporting Miracles knowing them to b ſorged. 
will infer, profurmptively, ſome Degree of the like 
Praftice in dhe ſecond and third. Ages 3/ yet We ad- 
mit, that, if there ſhould be found alaiv Evidence 
potwithſtanding, for the Truth af the Miracles vo- 
ported in the ſecand and tbird Ages; then, this 
Preſumpaion muſt give way to the plain Evidence, 
and the ruth pf ſuch Miracles muſt be admitted. 
AI the Caſe is, that no- ſuch plain Evidence 
dath appear; even for the Miracles of the ſecond 
and third Centuries ; and therefore the uwe 
Argument ſands good againſt them. 

Bur with Regard to the Fr Century, or Apo- 
ſialic, Age, though We ſhould ſuppoſe that the 
Degree of Confidence (whatever it was) in forg- 
ing, or reporting Miracles, knowing them to be 
forged, in the ſecond and 4bird 10 5 was 
other wiſe ſufficient, in like Manner, to infer pre- 
ſumptively ſomething of the like Practice in that 
firſt Age; yet, ſince it is agreed that a preſump- 
tive Argument muſt give Way to plain Evidence; 
and it being alſo agreed, that there is ſuch plain 
Evidence ſor the Truth of the Apoſtolic Miracles ; 
here the preſumptive Argument, which had force 
before, ceaſes. The Caſe is not the fame in the 
Miracles of the frft, and thoſe of the ſecond and 
nM. A. 1 farmer ſtand upon good Evi- 
dence; 


p * 5558 


dence; the latter, upon Evidence not to be de- 
pended on. Therefore, though a preſumptive 
Argument be good againſt the one, it does not 
follow that it muſt be equally good againſt the 
other. —[f We were even to ſuppoſe as great a De- 
gre of Confidence and Security in the Fathers, and 

as great a Degree of Superſtition and Credulity in 
the Multitude, of the ſecond and third Centuries, as 
We ſuppoſe in Thoſe of the fourth ; Yet ſtill," a 
Preſumption from thence will not lie againſt" the 
plain Evidence, which is ſuppoſed for the Truth of 
the Miracles of the firſt Age; As it lies from the 
fourth Age againſt the ſecond and third, where 10 
ſueb plain Evidence is ſuppoſed Much leſs will the 
Preſumption lie from that l:ſſer Degree of the afore- 


faid Qualities, which We have juſtly ſuppoſed" in 


the Character of the ſecond and third Ages.—And 
therefore by this Time, I believe, that the unpre- 
judiced Reader ſees how little Force there is in the 
Obſervers formidable Exception to the Argument 
of the IntroduZory Diſcourſe ; And that there is tio 
manner of Conſequence, that becauſe the great 
Trade of falſe Miracles in the fourth Century, will 
infer, "preſumptively, ſomething of the like Kind 
in the ſecond and third, where there is no ſufficient 
Evidence of the Truth of the Miracles reported 


in thoſe Ages ; therefore the falſe Miracles of 


thoſe ſecond and third Ages, will infer the Falſhood 
of the Miracles of the firf# Age, which ind _—_ 
plain and undoubted Evidence. 


Tax Obſerver ſays © If the Akob "an 


© ſee any Diſtinction in the two Caſes, I deſire Him 


4 
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© to ſhew What it is. If there is none, He has 
but one Choice in the Concluſion. He muſt re- 
* nounce His Argument, or He muſt reje& the 
* Goſpel, Which, after having ſtood the Teſt of 
* ſo many Ages; I truſt is not to be ſhaken by 
+ better Arguments than This. Had this for- 
midable Sentence ſtood at the Head of His Ob/er- 


vation ; How muſt it have terrified the Author of 
the Introductory Diſcourſe, with the Apprehenſion 


of What might follow after He has but ane 
Choice in the Concluſion.— He muſt renounce 
His Argument, or He muſt reject the Goſpel !* 
But it is a Comfort, that it comes not till the Ob- 
ſervation has appeared at full Length, and our 
Author haply eſcaped from the Alternative, to 
Which the Obſerver imagined He had reduced Him, 
lt turns out, that Chriſtianity is ſafe; and 
yet that the Argument flands good; Neither of 
which, I believe, are to be ſhaken by better Argu- 
ments than have yet appeared againſt them. But 
the next Obſervation, is an Obſervation indeed 
If the Argument proves any Thing, it is This; 
that falſe Miracles never could have had a. Be- 
« ginning in any Age ; For to ſay that they had a 
« Beginning, ſuppoſes a Period antecedently to 
© Which they were not; Which yet is impoſſible to 
be ſuppoſed, if there is no Reaſon in ſuppoſing 

that an Impoſtor ſhould give out Reports of 
* ſuch Miracles, unleſs He has had the Ex- 
© ample of former Times, to ſhew Him bow 
1 much the Credulity and Superſtition of the Mul- 
ny E titude 
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_ © titude will bear“. — But the Argument does 
not procede upon a Suppoſition (as here repre- 
ſented) that there is no Reaſon to think an Impoſtor 
would report falſe Miracles ; that there could not 
be any reporting falſe. Miracles, any ſuch Confi- 
dence at all in one Age, unleſs there had been the 
ſame in the preceding ; but that there could not be 
ſuch ſurpriſing Confidence and Security, ſuch an 
bigh Degree of theſe, as We ſee there was in one 
Age, without Something of the like Kind prepa- 
ratory in the Age before; Becauſe it is as abfurd to 
ſuppoſe they could arrive at that Height all at 
once, without having been, in ſome Degree, in the 
Ages before; as it would be to ſuppoſe any Perſon 
to have arrived at Manhood, without ever having 
been a Child. But will the Argument hold, that 
therefore We cannot ſuppoſe His Childbood to have 
had a Beginning — Nemo repente fuit turpiſſimus," 
is an old Proverb, and an older Truth: No Man 
ever arrived at the higheſt Degree of Infamy or 
Wickedneſs at once But does it therefore follow, 
that His Wickedneſs never had any Beginning at 
all? The preſent Perfection of Arts and Sciences, 
ſuppoſes that Arts and Sciences were in ſome Degree 
in Times preceding, and that their preſent Improve- 
ment is owing to the Examples in former Ages. — 
But now, to argue as the Obſerver does Arts and 
Sciences therefore could never have a Beginning 
in any Age; For to ſay they had a Beginning 
* ſuppoſes a Period antecedent to Which they were 
* not ; Which yet is impoſlible to be ſuppoſed, if 

there 
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© there be no Reaſon to expect, that there 
* would have been any Attempt to improve them, 
< unleſs they had the Example of former Times.“ 
And ſo the Obſerver's notable Argument, 
if it prove any Thing againſt the Principle of 
the Introductory Diſcourſe, will prove equally 
againſt the Origin of Arts and Sciences; And 
therefore I believe I may be excuſed from having 
any farther Concern with it.—I have taken the 
Freedom of borrowing it for a Moment, and now 
return it to Him again ſafe and ſound; and (as 
Mr. Boyle told Dr. Bentley upon a like Occaſion) 
with a Promiſe never to uſe it again. 
There is Something curious (ſays He) in the 
* Author's Argument“. The Reader, I be- 
lieve, will think that there is Something quite 4s 
curious in the Anſwer to it. —The Argument ſays, 
that the ſurprizing Degree of Confidence in the 
fourth Century, ſuppoſes the Beginning of it not 
to have been in bat Age. The Anſwer ſays, 
that therefore, any Degree of it in any Age, ſup- 
poſes that it had no Beginning at all: That is; Be- 
cauſe the Cupola of St. Paul's, ſuppoſes the Foun- 
dation- Stone; therefore the Foundation-Stone ſup- 
poſes, that there was 0 Foundation at all, 


V. 


- Taz next Paſſage quoted from the Introductory 
Diſcourſe, for the Obſerver's Animadverſion, is 
This. If We compare the principal Fathers of 

2 2 the 
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the fourth, with Thoſe of the earlier Ages; We 
5 ſhall obſerve the ſame Characters of Zeal and 
© Piety in Them All; but more Learning, more 
Judgment, and leſs Creduliry\in the later Fa- 
© thers, If Theſe then be found, either to have 
* forged Miracles, &c,—lt will naturally excite 
© m Us the ſame Suſpicion of Their Predeceſſors; 
Who, in the ſame Cauſe, and with the ſame 
* Zeal, were leſs learned, and more credylous, and 
in greater Need of ſuch Arts, for . Defence 
aànd Security *. 

Tu Author of the Aula Diſcourſe bad 
before called the Report which the Fathers of the 
fourth Century have made; of Miracles Which 
They either forged - Fhemſelves, or knew to be 
forged, a bold Defiance of Sacred Truth? ; yet here 
He ſays, that there was the ſame Character of 
Piety in Them All.—The Charge therefore brought 
againſt the Author by the Obſerver, is;—* I can- 
not eaſily underſtand how Piety, and a bold: De- 
& fiance of Sacred Truth can ſtand e in che 
+ ſame Character. 


- WuzTHzR the Author of the Introdufory Dir 


courſe may, or may-not, be ſollicitous about the 


Piety of theſe Fathers; and Whatever the Obſerver 
can, or cannot, ea/ily underſtand; What the Former 


| hath ſaid, concerning the Father Report of falſe 
Miracles as true, Which, *tis ſuppoſed, They ei- 


, e e e is not ſo in- 
F "91 confiftent 


: 4 7 [ntrod. Diſc. p. 36. 
2 Obſerv. p. 18, 
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conſiſtent with the Character of Piety, as it may at 
firſt View appear to be. 

Taz Author of the Introductury Diſcourſe is 
perhaps too ſtrong in His Expreſſion, in calling 
this Practice of the Faibers (ſuppoſing it ſo) a bold 
Defiance of Sacred Truth ; ſince it might procede 
from Ignorance and Miſtake as to the Innocence and 
Lawfulneſs of it 3 and fo, tho“ a Contradiftion of 
Truth, yet not, properly, a Defance of Truth ; 
much leſs a bold Defiance: But, as all Falſhood, 
every known Deviation from Truth, may be called, 
fo, far, and as ſuch, (tho', if proceding fram M. 
fake as to the  Lawfulneſs of it in ſome particular 
Caſes, it will be in an improper Senſe) a Der 
Fance of Sacred Truth; in this Senſe, to forge Mis 
racles, or to report them as true, knowing them to 
be forged, is a Deviation from, and, ſ% far, à 
Defiance of Sacred Truth. — Now I admit alſo, that 
a Defiance of Sacred Truth in general, cannot ſtand 
with the Character of Piety in general; or that a De- 
france of Sacred Truth in general, cannot eaſily ſtand 
with Piety in a particular Inftance : But it is not 
ſo clear, that . ſuch a Deviation from Sacred Truth 
(as the Caſe in queſtion) in one ſingle Practice, 
cannot ſtand, either with Piety in general, or with 
Piety in other Inſtances, or even in hat _ ſans 
Inſtance. 

WurzTHzR theſe Fathers did. or did not, forgo 
ſome Miracles; or report them as true, knowing 
them-to be forged ; I do not take upon Me to de- 
termine. It is not impoſlible that the Whole might 
be owing to Their Credulity, Superſtition, and an 

over · 
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over-heated Zeal z though I muſt confeſs; it is 
difficult to reconcile This, with the Character of 
Learning, Prudence, and Judgment. And; con- 
ſidering the Ridiculouſneſs, and Incredibility of 
many of the Stories, a Preſumption ſeems to lie 
againft Them, as not wholly ignorant of the 
Fraud. But, ſuppoſing it can be proved,- that 
They were guilty of this Practice; I cannot think 
This to be abſolutely irreconcileable with Their 8 

racter of Piety. 1 
For. ſuppoſing the Fathers, "= nd? 
to have had deſervedly the general Character of 
pious, good Men; does the Obſerver think it 
difficult to ſuppoſe, that pious and good Men may 
be miſtaken ?—The Fathers were not very diſtin- 
guiſhing Caſuiſts, nor have They performed any 
great Matters in Moral Theology.—The Fathers of 
the ſecond and third Centuries, being chiefly en- 
gaged with Jews and Gentiles on the one hand, and 
with Heretics on the other; it is no Wonder that 
They have not written much, profeſſedly, upon 
this Subject; and where They have occaſionally de- 
livered any Thing of this Kind, They have not 
been free from Error and Miſtake.—The Fathers 
of the fourth and fifth Centuries, will indeed fur- 
niſh Us with more on this Topic; But have yet 
left Nothing accurate, or clear upon the Subject, 
or reduced into any allowed Syſtem ; nor, in What 
They have done, were They without Their Mi- 
ſtakes and Blemiſhes, as might be eaſily ſhewn.— 
In the Writings of the /zxth, and following Ages, 
the Decreaſe of Purity in Doctrine, as well as in 
2 Learning, 
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Learning, is very viſible, particularly in thoſe of 
the Schoamen; nor did Moral Divinity appear with 
any Advantage, till ſince the Reformation, Mr. 
Barbeyrac, in the Preface to his French Edition of 
Puffendorf de Jure Natur. es Gent. wherein He hath 
treated largely of the Moral Theology of the Fathers, 
hath noted Their Errors, and ſometimes perhaps 
too ſeverely *; in which indeed He is oppoſed by 
Remigius Ceillier d: But Buddeus, a moderate Man, 
agrees with Barbeyrac in the main Point, viz. that 
the Fathers, as in other Things, ſo alſo in Their 
Moral Theology, were not free from Errors e; nor 
have given us any methodical, clear, or accurate 
Syſtem of Morals “. | 


Is it ſtrange then to ſuppoſe, that Some. of the 
Fatbers in the Primitive Ages, in theſe Circum- 
ſtances, when Moral Theology was reduced to no 
regular, allowed Syſtem, nor any Thing clearly 
and accurately ſettled upon the Subject, might 
(tho? ever ſo good and pious) miſtake as to the 
Lawfulneſs of the Practice under Conſideration ?— 
Is it ſtrange to ſuppoſe that, in Support of a Reli- 
gion in Which They were well aſſured of the 

Truth, 


F. IX. ſeq. | 
d Apologie de la Morale des Peres de I'Egliſe, contre les in- 
juſtes — 6 for du Sieur Jean Barbeyrac. Paris. 1718. 4to. 
© Ego quidem in eo, quod Caput Cauſæ eſt, eum Barbeyra- 
cio, Viro eruditiſſimo, conſentio, Patres, ut in aliis, ita et in 
Defring morali, Nevorum non eſſe expertes ; lubenſque fateor, 
multa melius, rectiuſque hodie tradi” poſſe, traditaque eſſe, 
vam ab Eis fatum.—1/agog. ad Theolog, Tom. 1. p 554. 
dit. Lipſ 1730. | 
4 Lubens fateor, anteaque faſſus ſum, eam, quæ in Methodo 
tractandi hodie obſervari ſolet, '@eiferar a Patribus expeRari 
non poſſe.— bid. p. 556. Vide etiam, p. 559. 562. 
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8 View of the Controverſy” 
Truth, They might miſtake as to the Innocence of 
the Means They might make Uſe of in ſuch Sup- 
port; and ſo might venture to relate as true, Mi- 
racles Which They might ſuſpect, or know to be 
falſe ; believing, that, as they appeared to be in 
themſelves innocent, were not injuriouſly deceit- 
ful (Which is the noxious Compoſition of a Lie, 
and were at the ſame Time (as They thought) «/e- 
ful in the Support and Propagation of a Religion 
Which They knew to be divine; They might in- 
nocently venture upon ſuch a Practice? They 
were Men, pious in general; pious in the Work 
of ſupporting and ſpreading Chriſtianity, Which 
They knew to be true; pious even in this parti- 
cular Inſtance ; pious in the End, though They 
might be miſtaken as to the Innocence and Lawful- 
neſs of the Means They uſed. Such Conduct may 
indeed impeach Them of Ignorance, but not of 
Impiety.—I do not undertake to ſhew, that Their 
Ignorance and Miſtake (ſuppoſing Them guilty 
of the Charge) will juſtify the Refitude of Their 
Condutt; But that they may yet be fo far pleaded 
in Excuſe, as to clear Them from Impiety therein. 

In that famous trite Caſe, of an innocent Man pur- 
ſued by a Murderer, a 7 knowing the In- 
tent, miſdirecking or miſinforming the Purſuer — I 


would aſk, is not the Falſboad in this Caſe, as ſuch, and 
in the improper Senſe before · mentioned, a Defiance of 
Sacred Truth ? But is the miſtireZing Traveller 
guilty, for that Reaſon, of Impiety therein ?—I do 
not mention this Falſhood, as parallel in its Nature, 
with That of forging a Miracle, or relating a Miracle 

as 
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ab true, Knowing it to be forged; But as parallel" 
ſo far only; as to'ſhew that *Piety, and a Difaie 
of, or Deviation from Sacred Truth, are not, in alt 
Cafes, incompatible to the ſame Character: And 
thus far the two Caſes are parallel; ſince the De- 
fiance of Sacred Truth, is, as ſuch, (as a known 
Deviation from, therefore, in the improper Senſe 
before: mentioned, a Defiance of, Truth) equal in 
both Caſes. f 
Ir the Obſerver does not like this Inſtance” I 
will give Him another,-He tells Us, that .Hzſy= 
chius, a holy Man, | ventured His Life to ſteal the 
Body of Hilarion the Monk, from the Place where it 
had been buried That the Obſerver, and Dr. Cla- 
get look upon This to have been a Crime in Heſy-" 
chius, is plain from the Quotation; from Dr, Glas 
get, adopted by the Obſerver ; viz. that God 
did not intend, by the Miracles done, if any 
* were done, to demonſtrate the Clearneſs of He- 
* fachius*,* And indeed, it was always looked 
upon, both by Heathens and Chriſtians, as a very 
great Crime, and Impiety, to diſturb, on any 
Account, the Aſhes of. the Dead; againſt Which 
the Severity of the old Roman Laws was remark- 
able; and continued ſo, for the moſt part, under 
the Chriſtian Emperors s. And as to the Plea of 
taking away the Bodies of the Dead, 10 preſerve 
them as Reliques ; This. was ſo far from juſtifying. 
ſuch Violation; that the very Thing itlelf was 


Yr Mo 


_ *e Obſerv. p. 11. f Ibid. p. 12. 4 
1 Vid. Bingham, Orig: Eccleſ. B. xxiii. C. iv. Sect. x, 2. 
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prohibited“ ; and; inſtead of being eſteemed * 
any Mark of Holineſs ; It was then looked upon 

no better than a Sacrilegious Robhing of vary 
and a Diſturbance of thoſe Reliques, > Which ought 
to be ann to lie quiet in their laſt Retreat. 


* Parece Sepulto ! 
"Pare pias ſevterare Manus 
a AAneid. III. 


: Wz11 then, Heſychius, a holy Man, ftole the 
Body of Hilarion out of His Grave: — And when 
the Obſerver will let Us into the Secret, how He 
accounts for the Conſiſtency of the Character of 
Heſychits ; He will help Us out m accounting for 
That of the Fathers, in the ps of His 


259 againſt Them. 
VI. 


Non can I fee, (fays the Obſerver). ſufficient 
+ Ground to ſay, that the Fathers of the ſecond: 
<© and third; Centuries were more credulous than 
-+ the Fathers of the fourth. But This I fee, that 
< Thoſe who are thus perſuaded, may as eaſily 
fancy that the Fathers of the firſt: Century were. 
©, mare. credulous:than' All of Tbem; and the Infe- 
5. rences Which may be drawn from: thence in De- 
1 9 the Authority of the ä 


* Humatum ia Nemo ad alium Locum transſerat, 
2 rem diſtrahat, Nemo mercetur.— Cad. Th. L. 9. 


Tit. 7. de 90 abe violat. 
1 Bag, Orig. Eccleſ; K i C. iv. Sect: 7. 
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ported to have been wrought by Chriſt and His 
0 Apoſtles, are very obvious 

II 1s Gentleman may be better Skil d in draw- 

1g Inferences, than I pretend to be; But ſometimes, 
think, He attempts to draw Inferences, Which 
are a little too ſtubborn to follow. — Whether the 
Fathers of the, ſecond and third Centuries were, or 
were not, more credulous than Thoſe of the fourth, 
I will not here enquire: But I am not quite {6 
clear-ſighted as to Tee, (What the Obſeryer 5 
that We may as eaſily fancy that the Fathers 
the jir/t Century were more credulous than All the 
ſucceeding Fathers ; as eaſily fancy This, as that 
the Fathers of the ſecand and third Centuries, were 
more Credulous than the Fathers of the fourth ;- or 
that any Inferences can be drawn here, in Derogation 
from the Authority of the Miracles of Chriſt: and 
His Apoſtles. 

1 wouLd aſk Him—Do the Miracles of the 
firſt Age of the Church, of Chrift and His Apc- 
Nes, ſtand upon mo better' Evidence than the 'Mira- 
cles of the ſecond, third, and fourth Centuries ?= 
If they do not, then indeed there may be room 
for the Obſervers as eaſily fancying, that All the 
Fathers were credulous alike. But This, I ſup- 
poſe, He will not venture to aſſert.—If the Mi- 
racles of Chriſt and His Apoſtles, on the contrary, 
do ſtand upon better Evidence than the Miracles 
of the ſecond, third, and fourth Centuries 3 then, 
Nothing can be infer'd in Derogation from the 


Authority of the former, by any Thing which 
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may be ſaid of the /atter, —Now This is the Caſe. 
—The Miracles of Chriſt and His Apoſtles, ſtand 
upon unexceptionable Evidence, upon Evidence ad- 
mitted on both Sides to be ſufficient, and ſuperior to 
any ſuppoſeable Credulity in that Age. There: 
ore, 

"Firſt rſt. Ir does not follow, that We may 45 
cafe ly fancy the Writers of the firſt Age, Who re- 

rt Miracles which, We agree, ſtand upon unex- 
ceptionable Evidence, to be more credulous than All 
Thoſe Who report Miracles which do not ſtand 
upon ſuch Evidence: though, among Thoſe Who 
report Miracles which do not ſtand upon ſuch Evi- 
dence, We may.have Reaſon for ſuppoſing one Cen- 
tury more credulous than another. 

Secondly. TukxETORE, although the Fathers 
of the ſecond and . third Centuries, be ſuppoſed 
more tredulous than Thoſe of the fourth, Who All 
report Miracles, Which, by Thoſe Who ſuppoſe 
This, are nat thought to ſtand upon ſufficient Evi. 
dence; it does not follow, that They may as ea/ily 
fancy that that the Writers of the fr Age, Whoſe 
Authority, and the Evidence of Whoſe Miracles are, 


on both Sides, ſuppoſed unexceptionable, were more 


credulous than All the Others. 

Tux Obſerver then either muſt ſay, that the 
Miracles of Chriſt and His Apoſiles ſtand upon no 
better Evidence, or Authority than, and are of 
the ſame Kind and Nature as, thoſe of the ſecond, 
third, and fourth Centuries :—Or elſe He muſt ad- 


mit, in Contradiction to What He has aſſerted, 


that it is not as eaſy to fancy, that the Fathers of 


the fr/t Age of the Church, were more credulous 
than 


concerning. Miraculous Powers. 8 5 
than Thoſe of the ſecond, third, and fourth Centu- 
ries; as that the Fathers of the /econd and bird 
Centuries, were more credulous than Thoſe of the 
fourth ; And muſt admit, that it does not follow, 
that any Jaference may be, drawn in Derogation 


from the Autbority of the Miracles of Chriſt and 


His Apoſtles, Which ſtand upon Evidence admitted 
as ſufficient on both Sides; becauſe the Authority. of 
the Miracles of the ſecond, third, and: fourth Cen- 
turies are affected by the Credulity of thoſe. Ages. 
Tux. Objeryer, in another. Place, fays—* There 
© is a great Difference between the Miracles wrought 
* by Chriſt and His Apoſtles, and the Miracles of 
$ later Ages; as in Point of Importance, ſo alſo 
* in Point Evidence: Is there ſa? Why 
then, if there is ſo great a Difference, in Point of 
Evidence how will it follow, that any Thing ſaid 
in Derogation from the latter, muſt thereſore af- 
ſect the former ? — So again He owns that —* fay 
the very worſt you can ſay—that there is not ſo 
much as one Miracle upon Record - ſince. the 
© Days of the Apoſtles, that is ſufficiently atteſt- 
ed; What has Chriſtianity to do with this? No- 
thing; For Chriſtianity ſtands not upon new Mi- 
© racles, but upon the old ones v. —If Chriſtianity 
has nothing 10 do with the Queſtion, . © whether 
there were, or were not, any ene Miracle after 
the Days of the Apoſtles ;* can any Thing faid 
in Derogation from the Miracles of the Ages ſucceding, 
bear hard upon the Miracles of the Apoſtles,. with 
Which, tis owned, ny have nothing to do ?—Yes, 


5 - _ fays 
1 Obe. p. 30; , n Obſerv. p. 32. 
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77 He; © Becauſe We may ſuppoſe Them mote 

© credulous than All the reft.* We | may ſuppoſe 
Them? — Why ? have We the ſame, or as good 
Reaſon? — Will the O3/erver fay We have? — If 
not, where is His Conſequence ?—Chriftianity (He 
owns) ſtands not upon »zw Miracles, but the ald. 
if fo, then diſcrediting the new, does not affect 
Chriſtianity, Which ſtands not upon the new Mi- 
racles, but the od, Which are admitted, on both 
Sides, to be founded upon much better Evidence 
than the new, ſuperior to any ſuppoſeable Creduli- 
fy in the firſt Age. 

"Wra'r then is become of the ObJerver's Ober. 
vation ? = * They, Who ſuppoſe that the Fathers of 
© the ſecond and third Centuries were more credu- 
* Jous than the Pathers of the fourth, may as eaſi- 
ih fancy that the Fathers of the 2 Age were 
more credulous than A of Them "Which can 
ſtand" only upon this Aſſertion, that the Writers of 
the ſerond, third, fourth, and firſt Age, are All of 

tal Credit, Character, and Authority ; and that 
& Miracles of the frf Age, of Grip and Hig 
Apoſtles, have no better Evidence, than the Miracles 
7 the ſecond, third, and fourth Centuries —Which 
He himſelf contradicts (and therefore contradif; 
Himſelf) when He ſays, that there is a great Dif- 


ference between them, in point of Evidence. — Now 


then let the Obſerver 1 His Choice, What He 
will ſtand by; whether, that the Miracles of the 
firſt Age do, or do not, ſtand upon better Evidence 
than thoſe of the ſecond, third, and fourth Centu- 
ries, — If He chuſes the firſt, What becomes — 

£4 15 
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His Inferences? if the latter, What of nn. 
ſlanily ? n— , porn 4:14 490 '1 


VII. | 

H a to another Obſervation. am 
* ſurprized at the Author's Pterenſivn, that the 
Fathers of the earlier Ages had greater. need of 
* the Arts of falſe Miracles for Their Defence and 
«$f ecurity, than the' later Fathers had. They had, 
if you pleaſe, greater need of true Miracles to 
© ſupport the Credit of the Goſpel ; which Circum- 
© ſtance may be admitted as ffrengthening the Cre- 
* dibility of any proper Evidence, Which appears 
© in the Records of thoſe Times, to prove that 
© Miracles really were wrought. But it cam afford 
no fort. of Preſumption, that the Chriſtians of 
© thoſe Times forged Miracles . 
Tuer had, if you pleaſe, greater need? of true 
© Miracles,. to ſupport the Credit of the Goſpel.” 
— But will not the ſame Reaſons, Which are here 
alledged to ſhew that They had greater need of tur 
Miracles, ſhew equally that They might ſuppoſe 
(however erroneouſly) that They had greater need 
of falſe Ones, to ſupply the Place of the true? 
For though the Miracles, Which They reported or 
argued upon, were falje ; yer They reported; and 
argued upon them as true Miracles. — To ſay there: 
fore (as the Obſerver does) that They had' greater 
. of true Miracles, is admitting chat They might 


chink 


5 Obſerv. p. 18, 19. 
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think They had greater need of falſe Ones: And 
if They thought that They had greater need of falſe 
Miracles; it is the ſame Thing, in the preſent 
Queſtion, as if They really bad ſuch need of them; 
as being What is ſufficient to account for Their 
forging, or propagating them : And that They, 
might” think They had greater need of falſe Mira-, 
cles, is ſhewn by the ſame Reaſons, Which are urg- 
ed to prove, that They had greater need of true, 
ones. 

War is it ſaid that They had greater need of 
true Miracles? — The Obſerver tells you, it was 10 
ſupport the Credit of the Goſpel. —Well? and will 
not the ſame End account for Their imitating, What, 
is thought thus uſeful to ſupport the Credit of. the, 
Goſpel ? —— If Numa, Solon, and Lycurgus, pre- 
tended to Inſpiration, to ſupport the Credit of 
Their Laws or Religion, at Rome, Athens, and 
Sparta; was it not becauſe true Inſpiration would, 
have been a Support to them? The Ulefulneſs of 
the Original, infers the Uſefulneſs of the Copy, or 
Counterfeit ; ſo long as it does not appear to be a 
Counterfeit, but the Original ; for they are identi- 
cal Propoſitions. 

© Waar (ſays the Obſerver) ſhould They forge 
Miracles for? ] aſk Him, in return. What 
ſhould They have uſed true Miracles for? When 
He anſwers My Queſtion, He will anſwer His 
own. But hear Him.—* What ſhould They forge 

them for? Why, to make Proſelytes to that 
Faith which expoſed Them to all Their Suffer- 


© ings. 


comming Miratuleus Powers. 89 
*ings*.1 "Now, though the 'Otſ2rver does not 
Kern to de aware of it; This H it be any Argu- 
ment agalaRt Their making wt if falſe Miracles, 
1 /equilly Jo againft making uſe of rrue ones, and 

7 the preathing and*Profeffion of Chri- 
"Kidnity at all For, if the Fear of the Sufferings, 
Haenden upon the and Profelfion of 
Ohtiſtimity, would have deterted Them from 
(rinking uſe of ſuhe Miracles ; there was the fame 
Nu/ +6 deter Them from making uſe of true Ones, 
und from preaching and rofelſing Chriſtianity at 
u; kite the fame , from the ſtrong Pre- 
Frier of the Heathens init Chriſtianity, would 
have -arterded- 'that Religion, kowever propagated, 
whether by Miracles, or true. But if Their 
Aſſutance of the Fratb of Chriſtianity, was fuffici- 
ent to enable Them to go on, notwithſtanding the 
Terrors of Perſerartion ; A ITED 
Fafficiertt to Tupport K EY: 
by falſe — — Miracles 
were falſe, They knew — * Hjelf to be true ; 

and Their Faith in Thur, being the ſame in hoh Ca- 
#, _—_ NN vs! er a ſufivict 


Tur Wee, ah Common Senſe ads 

rather lead Us to argue thus; that as the Chriſti- 
ans in theſe Ages, gave {or were Teatly to give) 
* the ſame Evidence of Their ſteady Adherence to 
© The: Fruth, that Chrif and His Apoſtles gave; 
a 2 it ä to ſecure ſuch „ from the 
N 1 4 Charge 


C Oblere. p. 19. 
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from Fraud and Impoſture in I hut? — As theſe 
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Adherence z and That is, to the Truth of Criſtia- 


Charge of Fraud and Impoſture in the Means They 
made uſe of, in Support of this true Religion; a 
Concluſion, Which the Premiſes will not warrant. 


6 No- bodx. Martyrs 


to the Cbriſtian Faith, as it ſtood upon 
 * racles wrought by Chriſt and His Apoſtles . — 


oe of Fraud and Impoſture.* ? !—True z,, but 


Chriſtians were ready. to ſuffer Marty rdom, in 


Evidence of Their ſteady Adherence to the Truth 
of Chriſtianity; Nothing more can be concluded 
from this common · Senſe Argumem, than that This 
will ſecure Them from the Charge of Fraud and 
 Impoſture, in That to- the Truth of Which They 


were. ready. 0 give this Evidence of Their ſteady 


nity, or Their Religion in general: But it does not 
follow, that. This, will ſecure Them from the 


— If the Obſerver can ſhew, that They were rea- 


dy to give the ſame Evidence to the Truth of 
theſe Miracles; He will ſay Something: But He 


Himſelf has aſked, in another Place—* Who laid 


* down His Lise in Teſtimony to. any Miracles 


* wrought in After-ages ?* And He anſwers, 
there were in After: ages; 
« Bur They were not Martyrs to nem Miracles, but 
the Mi- 


Which is therefore, + (ogat apy ak 


S% Ss 


— ITY con Powers. 9 


e e 

Tur Jurodultory Diſcourſe had argued, that no 
Man ſurely can doubt, but that Thoſe, Who 
< would either forge, or make uſe of forged Books, 
* would in the ſame Cauſe, and for the ſame Ends, 
* make uſe of forged Miracles. To This the 
Obſerver anſwers : — © Be it granted, for Argu- 
©*ment's ſake, that as They admitted ſome Books as 
genuine, Which, upon ſtricter Search, were 
© found to be ſpurious ; ſo They alſo admitted 
* ſome Miracles, Which were not ſufficiently well 
© atteſted, How will This help to ſupport His 
general Concluſion, that * o Miracles were 
* wrought in thoſe Ages? 

Bur Whoſe Argument is This? —Is the Author 
of the Introductory Diſcourſe inferring, that no real 
Miracles were wrought, from Their admitting /ome 
ſpurious ones; or from Their admitting ſome: ſpuri- 
ous Books ? - No: The Argument is no more than 
This—that 10 Man can doubt, but that They, Who 
would either forge, or make uſe of forged Boats; 
would alſo make uſe, for the ſame Ends, of forged 
Miracles. — The Argument is, that Their maki 
uſe of forged Books, is Reaſon ſufficient to juſtify 
the ſuppoſing, that They would not ſeruple to make 
uſe of forged Miracles. How does the Obſerver an- 
ſwer This? Why, admit (ays He) that They 
0 N Ine — Ana, it does not follow 

+685 wid rr. 7:4 wn 


ur. Diſe. p. 38. * Obſerv, p. 21. 
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that there were none true. Our Author con- 


cludes, from Their making uſe of forged Books, 
that They would not ſeruple to make uſe of forged 
Miracles; And the Obſerver tells Him, that He 
cannot conclude, from Their uſing /awe' pur 
Miracles, that there were vo trus Miracles» Which 
it is Their Buſineſs to anſſuer, Who reaſon in that 
manner Our Author has Nothing to do with ite | 

Tur Obſerver aſks—* Why, if (the Corrup+ 
tions of the Age notwithftanding) among theſe 
* forged Books there were ſome genuine Picees i iv it 
not as natural to ſuppoſe, that among theſe juglia 
* Tricks, as He [the Author of the inirddufiory 
© Diſcourſe] calls them, there might have been 
* ſome real Miracles e There might have been 
real Miracles among falſe Ones ?=Undovybtedly, 
here fright have been. Our Author pretends to 
no Reaſons 4 priori about them. If the Obfervey 
will pleaſe to point them out, and ſhew as good 
Reaſon an Evidence, whereby to diſtinguiſh the 


true Miracles from the falſe, as We have to diſtin- 
guiſh the genuine from the ſpurious Pieces; I ſup- 
-poſe the RI Wn ner 2g F ee 
| 28 | 


Bur I would aſk the Objrver, REY] 
Does: it follow, that, becauſe among the Books 
there were ſome gamuine, as well as ſpurits Pieces; 
Therefore among the Miracles there muſt alſo have 
been ſome real, as well as ſome falſe Ones fa» 
If not, to what Purpoſe is it to ſay, that there 


- Wight have been, Out Author ap F 9 be- 


92 4 5 fore) 
« Obſerv. p. 23. 
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conctruiaę Minxatu/dus Patters. 93 
fare} is not anging, that, becauſe there were ame 
ſoeriecs Mirurles,, thercfore all were ſo ; any mare 
than He wauld argue, chat, becauſtz there were 
ſat ſpurions Books, thergfore al were ſuch. The 
anly Thing defign'd to he infard here is, that 
They who would make uſa of ferged Beaks, would 
nat ſeruple ta make uſe of farged Miracles, There 
might indeed have been (for any Thing intended ta 
be deduced from this Argumem to che Conway) a 
Mixture of falſe and true, in bath Caſes ; But:then, 
having proved -fram ibis Argument, chat it is rea- 
ſanahle to ſuppoſe, that there were /ame ſalſe Mir 
ragles z the Queſtion will be, pat, whether thera 
might not have been ome ru? Miracles alſo; but, 
whether thers is ſufficient Authority 0 l 
there were, or not. _ - 

Fon, 49 take the Oblerver in his on Way, 1 
will juſt remind Him, that there is not the ſame 
Reaſon to ſuppoſe, that (te uſe the QOb/ervar's Lan- 
guagr) there were reg Adiracles among the fa; 
as there is to ſuppoſe, that there were ſame genuine 
Pieces among the farged Books ; and that the Caſes 
are therefore by no means Parallel; Which, ta 
ſay the Truth, are Things, the Ob/erver does not 
ſeem to be very happy in drawing. For the g. 


nuine, and ſpurious Pieces, ftand upon Evidence of 


different Value; between Which, by their proper 
Nuts and Chara ers, true Critique is able to di- 
ſtinguiſn. If che "Cafe has bien, or can be ſhe 
ame, in Reſpeſt to the Mirarier We are ſpeaking 
of 3. the Dhſruer may pleaſe to ſhew it: Bu Till 
W He muſt be contented to "own, 

that, 


* 
£7 


that, tbougb it een — "_ in 
the Ages We are treating of, there were ſome ge- 
"Mine, as well as Puriout Books 3 it does not fol- 
2 that it is thergfore reaſonable to believe alſo, 
there were ſome real, as well as falſe Miracles; 
Whatever them miębe have been: Of which great 
— I ſhall not attempt to deprive Any- 
+. one; Since the Queſtion is not, 1 
or might not have been ; but Whatthere-was, 
Tur the ' Fathers of thoſe Ages forged, or 
made-uſe of forged Books, was properly alledged by 
the Introductory Diſcourſe, to ſhew that there is 
Reaſon to ſuppoſe, that the ſame Fathers wonld not 
ſeruple to make uſe of forged Miracles; Which was 
all intended in the Argument.—But, as the Words 
have been now ſhuffled ; that, © as They uſed ſome 
© ſpurious Books, ſo They uſed ſome ſpurious Mi- 

<. raclesz and that as there were ſome genuine Pie- 
ces among the ſpurious, ſo there might have been 
ſome real Miracles among the falſe All This, 
e Parcel of Words, with an Appea- 
rante of Something, without being any Thing ; /o the 
Reader, I believe, would look upon it, (in Any- 
one but the Author of 2 —— to * at 

vos re Ges r | 
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edt pie bad idee The 
© great Fame and Succeſs of the Apoſtolic Mira- 
© les,” would naturally excite Some alſo of che 
* moſt Crafty, hen the Apoſtles Themſelves were 
* dead,” to attempt ſome juggling Tricks in Imi - 
15d; © © tration 
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conterwing Miraculoys Powers. gg 
tation of them. It is worth \ remarking, 
+ (fays.theOb/erver) that this Paſſage ablglutely 
* deſtroys His Argument, by which, He, endea- 
+, yours, to. diſgrace. the, Miracles. of the, carljer 
1 Ä from the ſuppoſed F orgeries of the fourth 
* Century, — How ſo?—Why,.*.We have, afar 
* been, told, that the Forgeries, of the ſnrth Cen- 
[+ tury could never have. had a Being, if the. World 
+, had-not been, prepared for them by the Forgeries 
of the preceding Ages. But new What? 
Why. Now, .it ſeems, He has found out, that an 
© Age of Jmpoſares, may ariſe; immediately, out f 
an Age of -irue Miracles, n. 
ion. | 
Tux Author of the Introduftory Diu > 
only, that Some of the moſt crafty, in the Age 
* ſucceeding the Apoſtles, might attempt _/ome 
+. juggling Tricks, in Imitation of the Miracles of 
the Apoſtles ; All Which may be accounted. for, 
ſuppoſing no Age of Impoſture before it: But does 
it therefore follow, that We may egually ſuppoſe, 
that the numerous Impoſtures of the fourth Century, z 
Which, by [their Ahurdity and Incredibility, ſhew 
the Credulity of the People, and the Aſſurance- and 
Security of the Faibers, to have ariſen to ſuch a 
Surpriſing Heigth as to be inconſiſtent with A 
poſing the Trade to begin in that Age; does it 
therefore follow, that We may equally ſuppoſe ſuab 


to ariſe immediately out of an Age of true Mira- 
cles? Our Author ſuppoſes the firſt Caſe to be pro- 


bable, 


e Introd. Diſc p- 42. © »_Obſery, p. 22, 


an Age of Impoſtures (as This may indeed be called) 
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Ib Fino of whe Orrrrounh.. 
babe, the laber to be im A where 14 
—_ ef This; Which che Oger ver 4s Io 
x upon Him - Tete, upon the Cuedit 
— — thus aboutely deſtroyed che Author's At- 
urnent, Which, che Ohfercer Tays, #3 genes He 
Ventures to aſſert,” chat * it is Juft as naturnl to 
fuppoſe, that the Fame and Sttreſs of true Mi- 
< 'ratles' in the ib Century, might give tiſe to 
che Tmpoſtures of the forth; ts kt che Tune 
and Stccels of tur Miracles in che ff Century, 
guve riſe to the Impoftures of the forond *,' dl win 
Opry to remind the Reader of Purullals ugh! — 
Dat the Diſterenpe of thewwo r i 
qd 1 
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— tanita Gr (apthedddeye?) 
te Uſſer His |Sy#irions-oh one Side: uf dhe Que- 
2 I may have Liberty, I hope, to wer n= 

Pfanpmim o the of bir S Aud then He cites 
Met el. Yy. - Audabeſe Sipns ſhall: follow Then: 
D believe, 'beo. Upon which - He renarky— 
At will-be-obforved;, chat this !Promiſe way ut 
* mud d the - Apoſtles: perſonally, hut to Nn 
that o belizve through Their preachüng, 
* withoat any Zamitation uf che Time for the Cun- 
ſtinmance of theſe Powers to Their Days. mund 
hen it is conſidered, how great a Part uf the 
Hearben Worid remained unconverted after Their 
Days, it is no unreaſonabie Suppoſſtion, that 


theſe 


E Obſerv. p. 22. 


* 


g. S8 28 


— 1 
24 „ 


„ Tee 


concerning Miraculous. Powers. 9 


© theſe Powers did not expire with the Apoſtles, - 
© bat were continued to Their Succeſſors in the 
© Work of propagating the Goſpel “.. 


As my only Intention, in theſe Papers, is 8 


ſhew, that the Obſerver's Exceptions to the Argu- 
ments of the Introductory Diſcourſe, are of no 
Force; I ſhall not take upon Me farther to 
enter into the Merits of the Cauſe, whether there 
were or were not Miracles aſter the Age of the 
Apoſtles.—! ſhall only remark, that the O5 
fer vers Preſumption for the Continuance of Mi- 
racles after the Days of the Apoſtles; will equally 
be a Preſumption for the Continuance of Miracles to 
the Preſent Age. — May We nor ſtill argue (in the 
ſame manner as He does) * that the Promiſe was 
not made to the Apoſtles perſonally, but to Thoſe 
Who ſhould believe, witbout any Limitation of 
© the Time to Their Days. And when We con- 
* ſider, how great a Part of the  Heathen-World 
© remains ſtill unconverted, it is no unreaſonable 
* Suppoſition, that theſe Powers did not expire 
with the Apoſtles, but were continued to Their 
« Succefſors, in the Work of the Miniſtry, even 
to our 0wn Days.'——The Obſerver indeed puts 
it—* that the Promiſe was made to Thoſe Who 
* ſhould believe through the Apoſtles preaching :* 
But if That makes any Difference between His 
Argument and Mine ; it will, at the ſame Time, 
confine theſe miraculous Powers to the immediate 
Diſciples of the Apoſtles Which yet, 1 ſuppoſe, He 
docs not intend- to do. Beſides, whatever His 

| O Wards 

y Obſery, p. 24, 25» 
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o - Viewof the Controyanſy. 
Words do, His Argumem will extend. farther 3 
Since ſo great a Part of the Heathen-Her ld remained 
till unconverted in all the ſucceding Centuries ; 
Which is What His Argument is founded upon 
If the Ob/erver's Preſumption:then. be good: for any 
Thing. it may as well be applied to prove the Con- 
tinuanct of Miracles ta the Preſent Age, as to any 
Age beyond, at lealt, That of the immediate Difai- 
Nen of the Apoſtles.: — But if 26 Miracles ans conn 
tinged, notwichſtanding his Prſumplions; it muſt 
follow chat the Prefionption is. good ſor nothing. 
He muſt then either give up His Argument for Mi- 
racles, at leaſt beyond the immediate Diſciples of 


the Apoſtles ; or elſe He muſt contend alſo, upon 


tho ſame Principles, for the Contipuance: of Miracles 
fill. — He will excuſe Me if I ſay, that a Writer; 
Who is ſo ready. to accuſe. our Author, without 
any good Reaſon, of putting Popery in Paſſi/row. of 
Antiquity; ſhould; have been a little more cautious 
Himfelf, to have avoided: the Change He juſtly 
incyrs, of putting Popery in Roflefton, af an Argu- 
ment, Which, if: concluſive. (and it a &8:conclufive 
to the. Times of Popery, as to the Dnes H makes 
uſe of it for) would do it more $eivive,. than all 
the Antiquity our Aurbon has giuen it. 


7 . * : = : XI I £ , 7 1 
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d © How Joy they eee ſay 
not, and perhaps there is not Light enough left + 


in Hiſtory to ſettle this Point; as indeed! it no- 
* thing concerns Us, But the earlieſt Fathers una- 
© nimouſly 


95 „4 „ „4 + 


conrerning Miractcdons Powers. 99 
nimoufly firm, that theſe Powers ſubſiſted if 
© the Chutck ia Their Times, and why They are 
not to de befisted, it is the Authors Buſibeſs to 
ewt is ſo; and let the Fact be tried: 
But this Point We Hive frow gained, by the Ober- 
ves own Confemon ; that How dug theſe Powers 
fulbfifted in the Church after the Days of the Apo- 
Mes, nnbvp ebnen? Us « But if not; then it ab- 
thing tonctvns Us, "Whether they ceaſed in the forrrd, 
& in the 4844, or in the cond Century: And if 
"ot z let Him ew chat it ore toncerns Us (in 
His Scheme) 'whether they ceaſed or not in the 
Fr. — But den, if all This ning concerns Us; 
Why has He been at the Pains of writing a Pam- 
pkies, vo alarm rhe Public, us if the Huruutory Di/- 
tounſe Wes 2 Book of a bad Tendency, and the Doc. 
thine of it attended with 3! Conſeguences? Since it 
no ratns out, that, whether it be true rr 
pico eres. = "yg = 


Xn. | 


Tur Ober ver afke—* Of what Service it can 
ve to the Preteſtant Cauſe, to take fo much Pains 
i the Author of the Imrodatory Diſcoter/e has 
* taken to leb the Credit of Primitiue Autiquity, 
6 = pat Popery in Fuſſeſſion of as . as 
Sen Juſtice Challenge a, 

Tar only Queſtion i, whether the Fact be 
true; That the Miitaides pretended to in Primitive 
O 2 Antiquity, 
® Ibid. 5. 26. 
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- View of the Controverſy. 
Sa after. the Days of the Apoſtles, are 
ſuch as Popery may appeal to? If This be true;; it 
can do no Diſſervice to the Proteſtant Cauſe, to leſſen 
the Credit of Primitive Autiguity in this Particular. 
Again: If the Fact be true, that no Miracles 
really were wrought, aſter the Times of the Apo- 
Mes; it can do no Diſſervice to the Proteſtant 
Cauſe, to leſſen the Credit of Primitive Antiquity 
herein: Becauſe Truth can never be, in the laſt 
Reſult, of Diſſervice to any good Cauſe, or to 
true Religion; For That would be to make Truib 
deſtructive of itſelf. The only Queſtion is, What 
the Truth is? For wherever it is found, No Man 
need be afraid of aſſerting, or defending it. 

How He puts Popery in Poſſeſſion of Awiquity, 
I own I am at a loſs to underſtand ; unleſs, to 
wreſt from Popery, the Autherity of thoſe Mira- 
cles, Which it may otherwiſe plead in Support 
of the Antiquity of it's falſe Doctrine and Super- 
ſtition; be to put it in Poſſeſſion of that Autho- 
rity.— To ſhew the Miracles, Which the Romaniſts 
may appeal to in Antiquity, to be ſpurious Mira- 
cles; is no more a putting Them in Poſſeſſion of 
Antiquity ;, than it would be ſo, to ſhew any ancient 
Books, Which They might appeal to, to be ſpurious 
Books. — But, The Papiſts (He fays) will think 
it for Their Advantage to accept of the high 
© Rank He has given Them in Eccleſiaſtical Anti- 
* quity, without troubling Themſelves; about His 
Cenſures of the Fathers b.“ The high Rank 
Which He has given the Papiſts in Eccle/taftica} 
| Antiquity, 


d Obſerv. p. 29. 
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Antiquity,. is That of pleading falſe. Miracles, in 
Support of Their falſe DoFrines z Which is a Rank, 
I ſuppoſe, They are welcome to accept of: For if 
it can be proved, that ſuch. Miracles are falſe, 
(Which is the Prime Point to be debated) whether 
They trouble Themſelves about His Cenſures, or not, 
will be of as little Conſequence; as whether They 
trouble Themſclues about other Cenſures, Which are 
juſtly and truly laid upon Their Church. IK, 2 
may be a, Queſtion worth aſking, Who gi 
Them the higher Rank in Antiquity * They ho 
deny all Miracles to which They. do or may appeal, 
in Support of Their Corruptions, after the Days of 
the Apoſtles; or They Who admit ſuch Miracles 
up to the ſecond Century? Surely, the Latter 
put  Popery in Poſſeſſion of much higher Antiquity, 
than the Former, 

Tux Iniroduftory Diſcourſe fays—* Our Diſpute 
5 with the Romaniſts is, not how ancient, but how 
true Their Doctrines and Practices are. To 
Which the Obſerver anſwers—* If it could be made 
appear that the Popiſb Senſe, of Tranſubſtantiation 
* [of thoſe Words, This is my Body, and This 
is my Blood] was the unanimous, current, Doc- 
of the ſecond Century, it could ſcarce be doubted, 
but it was the Doctrine alſo. of the firſt; and it 
* would be more natural for Unbelievers to lay hold 
© of This, as an Objeftion againſt the Goſpel, 
© than eaſy for Us to anſwer it. For Us ?—For 
Whom ?—Not very eaſy indeed for Thoſe to an- 
ſwer it, Who are of Opinion, that any Doctrine, 
2 however 

c Introd. Diſc. p. 22. 4 Obſerv. p. 27. 


weve df e au, if it here che bor 


trine of che front] Age, muſt therefore have ben 
the Doctrine of che f ald; of Chriſt and Elis 
Appſtles: But it would not be difficult for Others 
to anſwer it, Who go mote rationally to work; 
and art not of Opinion, that the Doctrine of the 
ſeronll Century, however unanirtious and current, can 
rationalize' an Adfardity, or verify à Ovnerathic- 
tion. it could be made appear, that the Papijb 
Setze of Tranfubftamianion really was the unani- 
wos and current Senſe of the ſeend Cemury; 
What would a rational, fenfible, honeſt Chriſtian 
infer ?—Certainly, that the ſecond Century were u- 
nanimouſly and currently, miſtaten.— To reafon o- 
therwiſe, would be to pay a greater Honour to 
the Underſtanding of the Fathers of the frond Cen- 
tury, than to That of Chriſt anti His Apoſtles; 


and a greater Deference to the Writers of chat Age, 


than to the Writers of the Bible. Thither let us 
go; and if We can ſuppoſe Ourſelves competently 
Acid to underſtand the Language of a Metaphor ; 

ſurely We are not, upon the Credit even of -the 


ſecond Century, to have ſo much Faith, as to'give 


up the Truth and Wiſdom of Chrif and His Apo- 
files to be deiermin d by the Opinion of that Age; 
and to compliment Them with the Evidence of our 
Senſes—to believe, that if Contradiction and Ab- 
ſurdity were the Doctrine of the ſecond Century; 
therefore it cannot be doubted, that they were the 
Doctrine of the firſt alſo. This is a Stretch of Faith 


not to be found, 10 not in Iſrael; and if it be 
not ſufficient to remove a Mountain, it is ſufficient 
| however 
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hawey ta ra one, that might overwhelm. Chri- 
ſtianity.— It fall. chere ſore remains true, dot with- 
ſtanding the O/erver's Inſtance of Tr anſubtantia- 
tiam, that dur Diſpute. with the Ramonifts is, or 
ought. ta be, not. bow aneitnt, but bow true Tbeir 
Doctrinos and Practices are And I think We 
need not a better Confutation of the, Obferwer's Ar- 
gument : than chat the ſame Agumont might prove, 
by His own Confeſſion, that Tranſulſtuntiaton was 
the Datirine of Chrift and His Apaſtlas; Which (as 
Tallotfan ſays of it with, Reſpe&t to Popery,) will be 
a Mil- Sinne about the Neck of #his Argument. - > 


. i 4 14 *-4 . 
III. 


Tux Obſerver now draws nean a Concluſion, and 
ai Us, that He a def the Rude vi 
few Raflettiaus. 

Tux firſt ig There is a —— 
< tween; the Miracles wrought by Chriſt and His 
* Apoſtles, and the Miracles of later Ages ; as in 
Point of Importance, ſo allo, in Point of Evi, 
* dence; The firſt were to be the Faundatian of 
the Faith of all Ages, and therefare the: Provi- 
« dence af God hath. provided that they ſhould, be 

recorded to Us, under the ſtrongeſt Circum- 

* ſtances of Credibility, in the Writings of the A, 

| "Wi The laſt; &. When the Le 
lie 
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10 View of the — 
© died, the whole Syſtem of Faith — 

* compleat and perfect; and as no other Faith was 

© afterwards to be admitted; ſo, if no Miracles 
© had afterwards been wrought, the Foundation 
< - would have been equally ſecure. The old Mira- 
© cles are ſufficient for the old Doctrines.— Conſider 
© now the Di/parity of Evidence. Chrift confirmed 
all His Miracles, by that one great Miracle of 
© all, His riſing from the Dead. Of this Fact the 
< Apoſtles were Eye-Witneſſes, and were to teſti- 
« fy it throughout the World; and They did ſo, 
© at the Peril of Their Lives, Which is the greateſt 
* Pledge that human Faith can give; God alſo 
© confirming their Teftimony, by the Signs and 
© Wonders Which He wrought by Their Hands. 
© But bo laid down His Life in Teſtimony to 
any Miracle wrought in after Ages? No- body. 
© Martyrs there were in after Ages; But They 
© were not Martyrs to nem Miracles, but to the 
* Chriſtian Faith, as it ſtood upon the Miracles 
< wrought by Chriſt and His Apoſtles Say the 
very worſt you can ſay —that there is not ſo 
© much as one Miracle upon Record ſince the Days 
of the Apoſtles, that is ſufficiently atteſted ; 
© What has Chriſtianity to do with This? No- 
thing; For Chriſtianity ſtands not upon net Mi- 
© racles, but upon the old ones f.? 

Tur Obſerver could not, I think, have diſmiſd 
the Reader with any Thing more in Defence of our 
Author's Performance, or in Confutation of His 
0 tan What has He been doing ?—A great 

Clamour 


f Obſerv. p. 30—32. 
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Clatriour and Outcry hath been raiſed againſt the 
Tnirodutfory Diſcourſe, as a Book of an ill Aſpect, 
arid a bad Tetidency— that the Evidence and Sup- 


port of Ms IPC are in Danger. We have heard 


28 


His ele; ; of * — bi at Bottom, &c.— 
But now at length, the Ob/erver, it ſeems, hath 
found out, that alf This was Nothing but a Panic ; 
and acknowledges——that no Inferences are to 
be drawn from the Miracles recorded of later 
Ages, in Derogation from the Authority of the 
Miracles of Chris and His Apoſtles; Since "thire 
is a great "Difference | between the © Mi racks "of 
Chrift and His Apoſtles, and the Miracles of later 
Aeli, 4 in' Point of Importance, ſo alſo in 
Point "of Evidence  —that the Evidence and Sup- 
port of Chriſtianity are not endanger d by the Ar- 
gument of the Hitradufory Diſcourſe; For, if no 
Miracles bad afterwards been wrought, the Founda- 
tion would have been equally ſecure : —that the Au- 
thor neither does, nor can do any Prejudice to Cbri- 
ftianity, by aſſerting, or proving, that We have 
© no ſufficient Reaſon to believe, that miraculous 
© Powers were continued to the Church, aſter the 
Days of the Apoſtles ;* Becauſe, Say the very 
worſt you can ſay, that there is not ſo much as one 
Miracle upon Record fince the Days of the Apoſtles, 
that is ſufficiently atteſted, Chriſtianity bas nothing to 
do with it; For Chriſtianity ſtands not upon new Mi-' 
racles, but upon the old ones; and the Old Mira- 
cles are ſufficient - for the Old Doctrines. — And fo 
E * 


wy Hie of the. rwe 


ts Quferver has. Rage a Pam und. 8: 
Pn PS. e Publio, with cen jor 
am the Attempt of the, fre e Ihr 

= ; and after thirty Pages, employed = dea- 
youring to ſhew, that the Author's IO 7 
wot figp with. the Fathers, but impeach Chriſt and His 
Sole, and, if admitted, may weaken che OR 
port of Chriſtianiy—After all This, He - owng 
and aoknowledges, 1g, the Concluſion (as Truth will 
out). that this ſame, once formidable, Jui 4 
Diſceun, is now, in the pain, ne me 
innocent and harmleſs; 8 and that, hat 
it teaches, to be ue. C 
with it. —Or, in other 
the Ohſerver has been doing i in chiß Care 
Whag perhaps He never did in any diher, giving 
Himſalf a great deal of 2 to very line Pit 


poke... 

x. r., however, the Auchor of the Infroduftory 
Diſcourſe. is not to come off ſo. —— There r& 
main ſome. incidentgl. C onſequences,. for Which 1 
muſt ſtill be called to an W z. for * Ms 
Jones laſt n . 
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* „Tuskz is one, Senſe, in d Which Chyiftianicy 
« way be. affectecl by, chis, Diſpute Wich i 9 
the Credit of thæ ancient Fathers max ba affected 
by it. If You ſuppoſe Them ty have, been only 
er en EEE it. wh o e 
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ppoſing 
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54d but fiecſs}" beczuſe They may yet cortifieteitt- 


nt not Their Judęmeni, but Thelr tz ry. 
{Attic Therm, not as AuthoMiatioe Rachel, 
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ba 48 40 Uf Witheffes ; and This Tliey may be, 
tdögg in dörde Pines Japeb z, an 0 5% 
**bf Relief; For if every Hiftory is to be ref 


to the ain Noch and Subſtance of it, W lich 
reports hie Facts of d Antbirity, 1 know 
© tive what Hiſtory can ſtard. =But if it ule 
be proved,” that the Fathers were Photos and” 
„Hirter, of Hes; tht Conftqtent may go A great 
Way * 19190-2116 7 11 FOUDOS en _ Y 

Tux learned Author of the Veit. Cabal farthby 
opehibil, propoles alſb this Q. e Whit Sört of 
Evidehee or Authority will Be Kft by this che- 
mit, in the Ife of His Argument, to the V/ 
© Panto itſeff * The only Tüthettie Felony 
that We habe to the Goſpels Ack Eitler, hn that 
Volume, id the Teffinivhy of the Pynmiftbr 
<:Chriftidn Writers. Tüe Primitive Chriſtlan 
© Writers, by this Authors Actöumt, werd ſo 
© eybdhlons and fo fraudulrnt together, tfat You 
„ chfndt truſt T em for the Toth of one N Ale 
They repoft of Their own Pithes, thdugll per- 
© fot; as They fty, td Wei, oten Kiibes- 
enge, Wt, - Wlat chen is to becotiis of Their 
Credit, by this Author's Syſter, in an bur 
© Goſpel ard Epifiles of the Teſtament, Ge. 
„What authentick 7b y well. He feave Us at 
— ĩ ͤ K * laſt 
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concern Miraculdut Powers. 105 


1 fot all the Uſes fot Which We art 
„Tec. And ler it be fememberéd, that We 


1 
7 


108. View ef the Controverſy - 
+ Jaſt for the Miracles even of Chriſt * His 
« Apoſtles, when He has left us ſuch unauthentic 
* Teſtimonies to the Records ra of hoſe 
{ Miracles? Ye | 
Hers, it muſt be 1 is ſome Dif-. 
ficulty—How far the Hiſtorical -Credit. of che Fa- 
15 in other Matters, may be affected by Their 
ppoſed Credulity in, or Forgery of, the Miracles. 
Which They have related as true, after the Apo- 
ſtolic Age: And, how far the Evidence for the 
Truth. of Chriſtianity, and the Authenticity of the 
Scriptures, may be eventually weakened thereby. 
This indeed ſeems to be the only Matter of real 
Weight in this Controverſy ; and deſer ves a care-. 
ful and critical Examination. 
1.-As to 1 If an Hiſtorian be found 


ww & & 


I have. ſufficient Reaſon for it 5 and yet believe 
Him in other, Matters, or in the main. Subſtance of 
the Hiſtory, which, I have not ſuch Reaſon to 425 
credi !? But the Obſerver, Himſelf ſays, that, 

every Hliſtory. is to be rejected, as to = 
© Body, or Subſtance of it, Which reports /ome 
Facts of doubtful Authority, I know not what 
5 Hiſtory can ſtand. Nor do I know. therefore, 
how this Conceſſion. can ſtand with the Ob/erver”s 
Charge vpon the Author of the Introductory Di/- 
courſe ; Who, becauſe He does not believe the Re- 
port of Miracles after the Days of. the Apoſtles 
(Aſh certainly, are of doubtful Authority) is ac- 
; cuſed, 


q se 45. ce Baypingtion p. 67. 


concerning Miraculous Powers. 109 
cuſed, for that Reaſon, of ſetting all Chriſtian Wri- 
ters, both ancient and modern, at abſolute Defiance, 
However, the. Obſerver now. gives up the Article 


of Credulity, as not affecting the Hiſtorical -Credit . 


of the Fathers in ot ber Points; and therefore I 


ſhall only obſerve, with regard to the Opener of 


the Jeſuit-Cabal—that Superſtition and Credulity a- 
lone, though they may in validate the Teſtimony 
of the Reporters, in reſpect of the Miracles Which 
They relate after the Days of the Apoſtles; will 


yet, not equally render theſe Writers incompetent 
Witneſſes as to the Reception of the Books of Scrip- 
ture: Becauſe, tho They may be thought to be 


capable of being impoſed upon by a pretended Mi- 
racle; We cannot conclude that, for that Reaſon, 
They muſt be equally capable of being /o far 
impoſed upon, as to believe that the Books of 
Scripture were received as genuin in all Churches, 
if they were not ſo received. The Notoriety in 
the Nature of ſuch a Fact will not permit the Sup- 
poſition. 

II. - As to Forgery. Soppoſing the Fathers, 
here accuſed, to have really forged the Miracles 
Which They relate as true; or knew them to be 
forged :—I would aſk, Whether, though a Writer 
be known to have forged ſome Stories; or to have 


related them as true, knowing them to be forged ; 


I would aſk, Whether We are obliged, for that 
Reaſon, to reject His Authority in all other Things, 
or in the main Body of His Hiſtory ? - May I not 


believe Him in Things Which I have 20 Reaſon to 


fink He does forge, or Which 1 have Reaſon to 
think 
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100 View of he "Controverſy" - 
think He dozs not" ſorge; becauſe I reject Wait | 
| have Reaſon to think, notwithſtanding, that He 
aves forge? If I rejet the Authority of a Wri- 
ter in Part of His Hiſtory, Which T have Reaſon 
to think He has forget; am 1 obliged” therefore 
to reject His Authority in the Nbole, Which 1 
have not equal Reafon for ? Does the Obe#Ver be- 
lieve all the Romantic Adventures and Forgeties, 
Which the Roman Hiſtorlans have adorned Their 
Narrations with, in the firſt Ages of Rome ; or all 
the Forgeries of ſome modern Travellers? I ſup- 
poſe His Faith does hot go ſo far: But does He 
therefore fer all theſe Hiſtorians, both ancient and 
modern, at abſolute Defiance : ; reje&t Their Authe- 
rity in al! Parts, or in the main Body of Their 
Hiſtory or Travels, and believe Them in Nothing? 
If a great fat Man (for Inſtance) ſhould tell 
Me, that He paſſed with Eaſe through a narrow 
Paſſage in one of the Ægyptian Pyramids, through 
Which, I know at the ſame Time, that a 1 7 
thin Man could ſcarce with difficulty creep i 
ſhould certainly reject this Story as a Forgery : 
muſt I alſo, for that Reaſon, diſbelieve that He 
went into, or ſaw the Pyramids at all ?—In a 
Word, may I not reject any Writer's Authority, 
in Matters Which do not appear to be attended with 
ſufficient Reaſons of Credibility ; and yet believe 
other Matters, upon His Authority, Which, up- 
on the whole, do appear with ſuch concurrent 
Reaſons of Credibility ?—Will a Forgery, of a 
certain particular Kind, in one Part of a Hiſtory, 
fo abjolutely invalidate the Hiftorign's Authority; 
that 


concerniag Miraexlous Powers. 111 
that no, Reaſons can autbenticate it in another inde- 
1 Part? — But to be more particular. 

. Ir the Trutb and Credibility, of che Golpet 
Hi Mor, and that the Bat; of Scripture axe. the Vi- 
ling of Thoſe Whoſe Names they bear, and have been, 

muinly delivered down 10 Us , if thefe Things o 
W depend fole upon, thoſe Fathers Wh are, ſup- 
0 to have orged, or related as true knowing 

em to be forged, N. racles after the Days of tg 

Apoſtles; the this Accuſation, ſuppoſing | it to be 
made good., and to weaken Their Credit; 7 wi I 5 
yet deſtroy gur Evidence for the 7 ruth. and, ( redi- 
bility of the Goſpel- Hi — If theſe Gentlemen 
can ſhew that it will, 2 muſt therefore at the 
ſame Time ſhew, that the Truth and Credibility, 
of the Goſpel - Hiſtory, does ſolely depend upon the 
Teſtimony of Thoſe Fathers Who lie under the pre- 
fent Accuſation. But This, I think, They wilt 
not, for Their own Credit, or for the Intereſt 10 
Chriftianiry (upon Their Scheme) attempt. 
then, if it ui] chanee to turn out, that the Father 
have related any Miracles as true, knowing them 
to de falſe ;, the Conſequence will be, upon theſe 
Gentlemen's Scheme, that We have no ſufficient 
Authority for the, Truth. and Credibility of the 
Goſpel. . 

Bur whether They, mal pleaſe to attempt This 
or not; it, does not appear to be the Truth of the 
Caſe. — The Truth and Credibility of the Goſpel- 
Hiſtory do nt reſt upon the mere independent 
Teſtimony and Authority of the Fathers in 
ral z much 155 upon, any One, or All of re Wh 
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View of the Controverſy” 


A wats to lie under the preſent Accuſa- 
tion. It depends upon the internal, external, and 
collateral Evidences, taken toads; upon all the 
concurrent Proofs ; not upon any fingle one alone, 
It depends upon the united Voice of all Eccleſi 411. 
cal Antiquity, confirmed, in a Variety of Inſtan- 
ces, by Prophane. — Shall We confine the Eviden- 
ces of Chriſtianity to a narrower Compaſs, than 
We have any Occaſion to do? Or,when Providence 
hath, ſupplied Us with a Cloud of Witneſſes, ſhall 
We be for contenting Ourſelves. with placing it 
upon the Faith and Credit of. one Kind only ? I 

As to the Authenticity of the Scriptures in parti- 
cular ; This does, not, ſtand merely upon the bare 
Teſtimony and Authority of Thoſe, Who are ſup- 
poſed to have related as true, Miracles Which They 
knew to be falſe : But is atteſted by the united 
Voice of All; of Thoſe Who do nt, as well as of 
Thoſe Who do, lie under the preſent Accuſation; 
as received by all Ages, the pure and the corrupt, 
the learned as well as the unlearned; as tranſlated 
into all Languages, and received by all Churches as 
genuin. Hath it been ſaid that AU the Fathers 
have thus amper d with falſe Miracles ? But All 
witneſs to the Authenticity of Scripture. Hath it 
been ſaid that whole Churches have forged Miracles, 
or atteſted them as true, knowing them to be 
forged; much leſs all the Churches? Yer all. re- 
ceived the Scriptures, and ſtand Evidences for 
them. 

Bur, ſays the Opener, this © very Notoriety of 
. | the Thing, and the general Reception of _ 

Boo 


— Pore, 2 24 
Books in all Churches from the firſt Publica- 
© tion, is known to Us only by the Relations of 


© the ſame Primitive Writers. So again — The 
© only authentic Teſtimony that We have to the 


© Goſpels and Epiſtles in the New. Teſtament, is 
© the Teſtimony of the Primitive Chriſtian Wri- 


© ters *.” But will this Author undertake to 


prove, that the only authentic Teſtimony that We 


have to theſe Goſpels and Epiſtles, is the Teſti- 


mony only of Thoſe particular Primitive Chriſtian 


Writers, Who are here ſuppoſed to have forged, 
or related as true, Miracles which They knew to. 


be forged ? Will He undertake 'to prove, that the 
Notoriety of the Thing, and the Reception of the 
Scriptures in all Churches, from the firſt Publica- 
tion, ſtand merely upon the Teſtimony of Thoſe 
Same Primitive Writers, Who may have been 


guilty of the Practice aforementioned ? — If He 
cannot prove This ; His talking of the Reception 
of the Scriptures depending upon the Evidence of 
Primitive Writers in general, will fall ſhort of the 


Point. | J 


"Tax Truth of the Fa#:s relating to the C pe. 
Hiſtory, and the Reception of the Books of Scripture, 
depend not merely on the Teſtimony of theſe Fa- 
thers 3 but upon That of Al! the Primitive Chri- 


ſtian Writers, and upon the Non-contradittion of 


Heretics and Infidels, and Perſecuters of the Chri- 
ſtian Name, Jews and Gentiles, from the Time of 
their firſt Publication ; Who were capable of era 


I HR Jp. _ 
r Jeſuit-Cabal, p. 45, 46. 
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114 Diem 1 the Controvenſʒ 
mining into the Truth, and wanted not Prejudi 
or Malice, ſufficient to have inclined Them to 

theſe Matters of Fact, and to have left — 4 

ecord the Detection of theſe Frauds, if they had 
been Frauds, But, on the contrary, AU Theſe, 
either by confeſling, or not contradicting the Facts, 
where it was Their Buſineſs, and for. the Intereſt, 
of Their Cauſe to have done it, become Eyidences 
for them. If the Scriptures had not been received 
as genuin; this Pretence could not have been c car- 
ried through ſo many ſucceſſive Ages : For as, on, 
one hand, We may reaſonably ſuppoſe, that, 
They Who were zealous for the Truth of genuin 
Chriſtianity, would have taken Care to have pre» 
ſerved, and propagated the Truth as to this Point 
ſo, on the other hand, the various Heretics, and, 
Enemies of Chriſtianity were watchful for every, 


Objection againſt it; and would, no doubt, have ta- 
ken Care, that We ſhould have heard of This a- 
mongſt the reſt : And, though They might not 


have been able to have confuted every Pretence. ta 


Miraculous Powers; could not have failed of 


knowing the Truth of bis Fact, from the Noto 
riety in the Nature of it; Whether the Chriſtian 
Churches received thoſe Books Which contained the 


Chriſtian Religion, or not. Was it ever pretend- 
ed that this Fraud was detected? which certainly 
would have been attacked, had the Fa& ſtood 4 
ly upon the Credit of Some of the Fathers Who 
wrote in the Ages after the Apoſtles; and Who 


might (according to the Hypotheſis of the Tntro- 
ductory Diſcourſe) have been accuſed of tampering 
will 


= De tow i£ a 6. af % wb as eo = a6. «ca. F ² A ¶ . 7 on 
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concerning Miraculous Powers. 11 5 
with falſe Miractes. — On the contrary, They were 
forced to take the "Scriptures as They found them, 
and to try only if They could turn them to Their 


own Senſe or Advantage. — If therefore the Scrip- 


cures, delivered down through the ſeveral ſucceſ- 
five Ages of the Church as pure and genuin, had 
not been ſo, and really received as ſuch, by all 
Churches; We muſt have heard of it, either from 
Friends or Enemies; unleſs We will ſuppoſe that 
all Books paſſed through the Hands of the Fathers 
here accuſed ; and that it was in Their Power to 
fuppreſs, and, with a Kind of Turkiſh Barbariſm, 
to have deftroyed all Learning but Their own. — 
But when We confider the Univer/ality of the 
Scriptures, their Tranſlation into all Languages, 
and the Care with Which every Church and Nation 
were naturally concerned to preſerve, and deliver 
them down genuine and uncorrupt; We cannot 
ſuppoſe that any Attempt to the contrary could 
have met with Succeſs ; or that the Account of the 
Fraud would not, from ſome Hand or other, have 
come down to Us, as well as the Fraud itſelf *. 
But ſure I need not remind theſe Gentlemen how 
many Sorts of Proof are to be produced in Evidence 

| Q 2 for 


Volumina Divina, longe majori Studio, quam. ulla alia in 
Eccleſia afſervata, apud omnes Nationes Memoriz mandata. in 
omnes Linguas transfuſa, ab omnibus Sectis, orthodoxis & hæ- 
reticis, Catholicis & Schiſmaticis, Græeis & Latinis, Sarmatis 
& Ethiopibus recepta ſuerint, aliis aliorum Oculos & Manus 
accuratꝭ obſervantibus, ita ut ne minima quidem, quæ ullius 
eſſet Momenti, Depravatio aceidere potuerit, quin, ut ita di- 
cam, univerſus inſurgeret orbis, & de illata Injuria apud Om- 
ner ubiqne quereretur. — Da//. de uſu Patr. c. iv. p. 61. Ed. 
Lat. Genev. 1686. 
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116 Vieu of the Controverſy . 


for the Truth and Credibility of Chriſtianity ? Let 
Them only recollect a little, what Anſwer They 
would give to any of our modern Infidels, Who 
ſhould object to Them, What They Themſelves 
ſeem to ſay, viz. that the Truth and Credibility 
of the Goſpel - Hiſtory of Chriſtianity, depend 
merely upon the Evidence of Thoſe Primitive Chri- 
ſtian Writers, Whom the Introductary Diſcourſe 
hath charged with forging, or relating as true, 
Miracles Which They knew to be forged—that the 
only authentic Teſtimony to our Goſpels and Epiſtles 
are the Teſtimony of Theſe Fathers —that the Re- 
ception of the Scriptures as genuin, is known only 
by the Relations of Theſe Writers — nay, that there 
is no authentic Teſtimony, but That of Theſe Fa- 
thers, for the Miracles of Chriſt and His Apoſtles ©. 
— Let Them conſider how They would anſwer any 
One, Who ſhould aſſert What They now do; and 
the ſame Anſwers will ſerve for Themſelyes. — In 
the mean while, I muſt obſerve, that, ſurely, if 
any obvious Inferences are to be drawn, in Prejudice 
to the Miracles of Chriſt and His Apoſiles, they may 
be drawn from ſuch Principles as theſe. — But as 
the Truth of Chriſtianity had really no Neceſlity 
for the fraudulerit Arts of falſe Miracles for its firſt 
Propagation and Eſtabliſhment ; ſo neither hath it 
now for the patronizing ſuch Arts; and it will be 
found, that the real Harm to original Chriſtianity, 
is done, not by Thoſe Who prudently rejef? the 
' Impoſtures of Aſter-ages ; but by Thoſe Who, 1 inju- 
diciouſly, defend them. 
2, But 


m Jeſuit-Cabal, p· 45- 
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2. Bur now We will ſuppoſe (What yet is not 

* Truth of the Caſe) 0G 2 Truth and Credibi- 
lity of Chriſtianity, and the Authenticity of the Boats of 
Scripture, do really depend, ſolely and merely, up- 
on the Authority and Teſtimony of the Fathers 
Who ſucceded the Apoſtles; and that They may 
be generally ſuppoſed, either to have forged the 
Miracles Which They have recorded of thoſe Days; 


or to have related them as true, knowing them to 


be ſo forged. 
AnD I ſhall venture to ſay, chat even in this 


Caſe, I do not at preſent ſee, that, altho I ſhould 
diſcredit ſuch Relations of Miracles; I ſhould, for 
that Reaſon, be alſo obliged to 7cjef the Autho- 
rity of Theſe Primitive Writers in the main Body of 
Their Hiſtory of Chriſtianity ; or, as to the Authen- 
ticity of the Books of Scripture ; 

Firſt, If, notwithſtanding it be ſuppoſed, that 
Theſe Writers would not falſify in the main Body of 
Their Hiſtory ; or in aſſerting the Truth of, or in 
delivering down as genuin and univerſally received, 
the Books of Scripture; We may yet, at the ſame 
Time, account conſiſtently for Their ſuppoſed Con- 
duct in relation to Miracles. 

No w, the Propagation of Chriſtianity, the Re- 
ligion of the Fathers, is ſuppoſed to be the End 
and Deſign of Their preaching and writing. The 
Books of Scripture are ſuppoſed to contain the origi- 


nal Hiſtory, and Evidences of ' it. Among the 


Means of propagating Theſe, a Pretence to the 
Continuation of Miracles might be eſteemed as one. 
From hence We may account for Their Conduct in 


reſpect 
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118 Vim of the Controverſy 

reſpect to Miracles, the Means only to the End; 
confiftencly with fuppoſing Their ſtrict Regard 10 
Truth, in Their Account of the Relipion itſef, with 
the orginal Hiſtory and Evidences of it, Which was 
the End, — We may have ſufficient Reaſon to de- 
pend upon Their Authority, for the Authenticity 
of Their Hiſtory in the main Body of it, in the 
main Fa?ts and Subſtance, and for the Genuineneſs 
of the original Hiſtory and Evidences of Chriſtianity, 
the Point and End; conſiſtently with ſyppoling, 
that They might not ſpeak Truth concerning ſome 
particular, extrinſic Circumſtances, Which They 
Themſelves looked upon merely as Means to the 
Propagation of it after the Death of tlie Apoſtles : 
And it does not follow, that They, Who might 
think it lawful and innocent, to make uſe of ſuch 
Conduct in regard to the Means of propagating a 
Religion in Their own Times; could not think 
This; unleſs They thought it 40% as lawful and 
innocent, to forge the Religion elf, or the original 
Hiſtory and Evidences of it. Or, it does not follow, 
that They who would not forge the whole Hiſtory, 
and original Evidences of the Religion, or the Reli- 
gion itſelf ; would not yet, notwithſtanding, make 
uſe of forged Miracles, for the ſake of propagating 
that Religion afterwards. And if not; then it 
does not follow, that if We diſcredit Their Autho- 
rity in ſome Fas, Which We ſuppoſe Them to 
look upon only as Means to an End; We muſt 
therefore rje# Their Authority in the main Fad? and 


End itſelf.— Means and Facts, on Which the Truth 


of Chriſtianity doth not depend; and with Which 
(by 


- 
r . ode. De. Ge Hes. Rs to oa 3 ae. e46Es 


n 


concerning Maraculeis ne 119 
(by che Obſerver 5 own-- Confeſſion ) Chriſtianity, 
bath really nothing 10 dv. — If the Hiſtorians hays. 


forged, ſome Circumſtances relating do the Educe- 


tion and Atftions of Romulus, and the Augurizs at 


the Foundation of Rome; may I not here ſeparate 
Truth from Fable: and believe the Truth of the. 


Foundation of the City, tho? upon the ſame Auburi- 
ty Which delivers the otber fabulous Part of the Ace. 


count? Am 1 obliged to believe, or diſbelieve, 
Both alike? No: Becauſe it may be ſuppoſed, 


that the Hiſtorians might, for ſome Ends or other, 
forge,” or gelate as true, knowing them to be ſorg⸗ 
ed, ſome Circumſtances relating to the Faundation 


of Rome but yet it will be hard to ſuppoſe, for 


that Reaſon, that They would, or muſt; Zherefere. 


have done the ſame, in reſpect to the, main Point, 


and have falſified in telling Us that there was any 
ſoch City, or Foundation of a City at all. — We 
are not obliged to This 3 Becauſe We can account 
for Their Forgeries in the one Caſe, coniſtently with 
ſuppoſing, that They would u forge. in the other. 
— r, ſuppofing that They would not falſify in 


the main Tranſaction; We may yet ſuppoſe con- 


ſiſtentiy, that They might, nevertheleſs, talftty in 


ſome of the Circumſtances relating thereto. 
Tux Truth of the preſent Caſe then may be 


This. —The Faibers were pious, good Men; 'zta-. 


lous for the Propagation of a Religion Which They 
believed to be true, and of the Original Hiſtory and 
. Evidences of it, Which They knew to be divine. 
We have Reaſon, tram all Circumſtances, laid to- 
gether, 


forged, or related. as true, knowing them, to be 
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120 View of the Controutify 


gether, to believe that They not only have not, 


but that They neither would, nor could have re- 


ported a Falſhood, in Relation to the original Hi- 
ftory and Evidences of Chriſtianity, and forged the 


Whole of the Religion Which They profeſſed. — 
The Means They might make uſe of in the Propa- 


gation of this Religion after the Death of the A- 


poſtles, though wrong, might be eſteemed to be 
otherwiſe by Them; as they were looked upon to 
be innocent in themſelves, and might ſerve to 


ſpread and eſtabliſh the Religion, and the Hiſtory 


of it, Which they knew to be true. Therefore, 
though We may have Reaſon to think, that They 
have not always ſpoken Truth' in regard to theſe 
Means made uſe of by Themſelves in the Propaga- 
tion of Their Religion ; it does not follow, that 


We muſt believe They forged the original Hiftory 


and Evidences of it alſo : —Becauſe, ſuppoſing that 


They would not forge or falſify in the original Hi- 
ſtory and Evidences of it; We may yet, conſiſtent- 
ly, ſuppoſe, for the Reaſons before given, that 


They might allow Themſelves to make - uſe of a 
different Conduct, in relation to the Means of pro- 
pagating it: For the one is conſiſtent with the 
Character of pious (thoꝰ miſtaken) Men; the other is 
not. TheBooks of Scripture are ſuppoſed to be, and 


are delivered down by Them as, the Original Hiſtory 
and Evidences of Chriſtianity ; as Books containing 
the Revelation of the true Religion from God Him- 


ſelf; as the Life and Actions of that Perſon, Who 
was ſent immediately from God, and there repre- 


ſented as Son of God, the Divine Patron and 
— Founder 
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Founder of Their Religion; together with the 
Lives and Actions of Thoſe, to Whom He im- 
mediately delegated His Power and Authority i in 
the Work of the Miniſtry. — Now, We cannot 
ſuppoſe theſe Fathers to have forged /uch Books, or 

to have delivered them down as genuin, and as re- 
cerved by all Churches as ſuch Divine Revelation, if 
They tue it to be all a Fable; without imagining 
Them to have been the moſt abandor'd and impious 
Wretches in Nature; guilty of the moſt daring Im- 
Piety; Which no Error could excuſe, no End could 
juſtify. But, ſuppoſing the Religion to be true, 
and the Profeſſors to be aſſured of it, and to be- 
lieve the. Original Hiſtory and Evidences of it ; 
Their Miſtakes or Errors, in regard to the Inno- 
cence and Lawfulneſs of the Means which They 
might make uſe of, for the ſake of ſpreading and 
eſtabliſhing this true Religion, and its Hiſtory ; 
upon Which They are ſuppoſed to believe the Sal- 
vation of Men depended ; Their Errors and Mi- 
ſtakes here, though not to be juſtified, are yet not 
abſolutely irreconcilable with the Character of 
Piety. — The Character is here a miſtaken Piely, a 
Practice of wrong Means, through too haſty a Zeal 
for obtaining a rigbt End; Which, though it will 
not ſanctiſy thoſe Means, may yet poſſibly preſerve 
the general Character of the miſtaken Perſon from 
the Charge of Impiety, as I have before ſhewn *. And 
ſince We may account for Their Conduct in regard 
to Their Miracles, conſiſtently with ſup- 
7 that They would 1 * falſify in che Caſe. be- 
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fore-mention'd 4 ĩt follows, that Their 1 

Teſtimony, though not available in one Q, ey 
yet be depended upon in another. 

Ir the general Character of Piety and Hoteſt 
in theſe Fathers, be confirmed and eſtabliſhed, as 
well by the Teſtimony of Others, as by the inter- 
nal Marks and Signatures in Their own Writings; 
confirmed by Thoſe, againſt Whom the Charge bf 
Forgery does not lie; then, being thus ſecured bf 
Their Character in general, here will be Reaſbn 
ſufficient to give Credit, upon Their Authority, to 

the main Body of Their Hiſtory, and the Truth of 
- Chriſtianity ; and yet We may, notwithſtanding, 
in ſome incidental Particulars, upon Which the 
Truth of Chriſtianity does not depend, ſee Reaſdn 
to believe that They poſſibly might be fo far miſta- 
ken, through an over-heated Zeal, as to imagine 
thoſe Means of eftabliſhing it to be lawful, Which 
were not ſo ; and to think, that They might inno- 
_ cently make uſe of thoſe pious Frauds, for the Sup- 
and Intereſt of a Religion Which They knew 
to be Divine. 

Ix it ſhould be ſaid, that believing the main 
Body of a Hiſtory upon the CharaFer of the Hi- 
ſtorian, as confirmed by Others; is believing it, 
not upon His Authority or Credit, but upon the 
Authority of Others ; I aſk, whether, if a Perſon 
be recommended to Me as a'Man of a good Cha- 
" rater; and He gives Me an Account of -ſotne 
. Tranſaction, 99 751 T give Credit to, on Actount 
,of the Character 1 haye received of Him I aſk, 
"whether I do not eve _ His Authority, be- 

cauſe 
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cauſe I take His Cbaraſtor from Qubers ? If not, an 
Hiſtorians Jutbority is a very yague Thing in- 
deed! — How do 1 believe any Thing, upon the 
Kubotily of any Man, but by believing it upon 
Hig: GharaFer ? And how do I know His Cha- 
rafter (unleſs 1 know the Man myſelf) but from 
the Teſtimony of Others ? If, therefore, believing 
an fdiftorian' upon His Character, be not belieying 


the Hiftory upon His Authority ; z 1 know. not how 
there can be helieving upon any Writer's Hull rity 
& el .;fince it is His Charafer alone Which makes 
His Authority. If all This be only the Authority 
ef Him from Whom We take the Character; then, 
for the ſame Reaſon, We may be faid to e 
tba: Character given of the Hiſtorian, not upon 
the Authority of the Perſon bo gives it, but upon 
the Character Which I receive from Others of Him 
Alſo, and ſo in inſinitum. — To believe an Hiſtori- 
an, therefore, upon the Credit of His Charatter, 
is helieving p His Authority. — 
WIXXIXEToRE, upon the Whole, if I believe 
the Hiſtory of Chriſtianity, given by Thoſe Whoſe 
general Character of Piety and Honeſty I am fuf- 
Hiciently aſſured of; I believe it pen Their Autho- 
arity.3.,,and which Authority, in the main Body and 
Subſtance of the Hiſtory, is not, in this Caſe, in- 
validated by my ſeeing Reaſon to chink, that They 
anay have been miſtaken. in the Liberty They are 
ſuppoſed to have taken, in Their Uſe of What 


They thought innocent Frauds,. for the S upport and 


xiPropagation of that Religion Which They ; are de- 
6 to Us; e de I am. Ti 
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Vie of the Controver| D ly * 


from Their general moral Character, chat, in the 
main Hiſtory, in the Religion itſelf, in the End and 
Deſign of all, They would not deceive; and fince, 
ſuppoſing This, I can nevertheleſs conſiſtently ac- 
count for the other Suppoſition; that They might, 
notwithſtanding, make uſe of falſe Miracles, to 
carry on Their Work. 
Ix it ſhould be thought, EN the ſame Way of 
reaſoning may be employed to prove, that Theſe 
Fathers may alſo have taken the Liberty of falſi- 
fying, in delivering down the Goſpel- Hiſtory, 
with regard to the Miracles of Cbriſt and His A. 
Poſtles; or that the Evangeliſts Themſelves may 
have done the ſame ; ſince Theſe Miracles alſo (it 
may be faid) may be looked on as the Means of 
propagating the Religion; — I anſwer, that the 
Miracles Which are reported by Them, of Chri# 
and His Apoſtles, are reported as Part of the origi- 
nal, primary, and fundamental Evidences of Chriſti- 
anity, upon Which the Truth of it depends; they 
are, conſidered, not merely as the Means of propa- 
gating it ; but, as the Foundation upon Which it 
was erefted. To have forged ſuch Miracles, there- 
fore, or to have delivered them down as genuin, 
knowing them. to be forged, would have been, in 
Effect, to have forged the Religion itſelf : But 
This (as 1 have ſhewn) is inconſiſtent with the ge- 
neral Character of Piety and Honeſty. Nor, for 
the ſame Reaſon, can We ſuppoſe that They would 
add any falſe Miracles, as the Miracles of Chriſt 
and His Apoſtles, to Thoſe Which were genuin. 
For, as all the Miracles Which They have —_ 


concerning Miraculous Powers. 125 
ed of Chriſt and His Apoſtles, are all equally re- 
ported by Them as Part of the original, 2 
7 Evidences of Chriſtianity z to ſuppoſe 
that They have added falſe Miractes to the genuin, 
is equally: ſuppoſing Them to have been guil- 
ty of the Crime of forging the original, primary, 
fundamental. Evidence : But forging the original, 
primary, fandamental Evidence, is forging the Re- 
ligion itſelf. — But now the Miracles related of the 
Times after the Apoſtles, when (as the Obſerver 
rightly ſays) the whole. Syſtem of Faith was ſealed 
up as  compleat and perfect; theſe pretended Mi- 
racles (ſuppoſing them ſuch) were looked upon by 
the Fathers, as no- more than the Means Which 
They thought it was lawful for Them to employ, 
in ſpreading and propagating the original Hiſtory, 
the Religion Which They had received; but on 
Which Miracles, wheher true or falſe, the Truth or 
Evidence of Chriſtianity could not depend ( the 


Miracles of Chriſt and His Apoſtles, not any in. 


 Afﬀter-ages, being, as. the Obſerver admits, the 
Foundation of the Faith * ) Chriſtianity having Ne- 

thing to do with them. 
Secondly. Though We reject the Authority of the 
Fathers, in Their Accounts of Miracles after the 
Days of the Apoſtles ; We ſhall not for that Reaſon 
be obliged alſo to reject Their Autbority as to the 
original Hiſtory and Evidences of Chriſtianity, or 
Their genuinly delivering down the ſame; unleſs it can 
be proved, that an H. iſtorian, Who would not falſi- 
fy in one Hiſtory, would not therefore falſify in 
another, 

„ obtew. N 46. 
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pres on Which the Tub of the former dees 
end; and which" Falſhoods are of ſuch a 
Kind. as not to be inconfiſtent with the general Cha- 
rafter 6f Bonet, but miftaken Men. —T will take it 
for ranted that This cannot be proved; Becauſe it 
mu firft be proved, that an hong Man cannot 
mictaſte as to the Latfulneſi or Imivcence of a cer- 
tain Conduct in one Caſe, of Which He ſes" the 
Ualsvfalnels and Impiety in another. — Now,” the 
preſerit Point may be teduced to the Cafe above- 
mentioned. —The original Hiſtory and Evidences 
of Chriſtianity, in the Miracles of Chriſt and His 
Apoſtles, is one; the Hiſtory of the Miracles of 
the Fathers after the Days of the Apoſtles, is an- 
other ; and therefore, although the Fathers would 
2ot falſify in relation to the former Hiſtory, where 
They could not but ſee the *Unlawfulneſs and In- 
piety of it; it cannot be proved, that They would 
ot falſify in the latter, on Which the Truth -of 
the former does not depend; and in ſuch Particu- 
lars, where They may be ſuppoſed not zo ſer the 
Unlawfulneſi'or Impiety of ſuch Conduct. — And 
therefore, the rejecting Their Authority in one Hi- 
Kory, where We can ſuppoſe They might falfify; 
will not afford Ground for the Concluſion, that 
therefore We muſt reject alſo Their Authority in 
, , anther Hiſtory, in Which We can ſuppoſe, con- 
ſiſtently, that They would not make uſe” e * 
Conduct. 
. Thirdly, We ſhall not be obliged. to _ the 
Authority of the Fathers as to the original Hiſtory 
and Evidences of Chriſtianity, as delivered down 


to 
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Us in the Sacred Writings, though We re 
heir Amory. in Their Accounts of Wat 
aſter the Days of the Apoſtles ; N it appear, that 
They. Themſelves have given a greater Proof gf 
Their Sincrrity and Truib in reſpect to the former, 
than They have in regard to the Jatter..— Non. 
that They were incere in Their Prgfaſſion of Chri- 
ſtianity, in Their Belief of. the original Hiftory aud 
Evidences of ii; They have given ſueb TeStimany as 
ſets Them above all Suſpicion f Fraud or Impoſture; 
ibe greateſt Pledge (as the Obſerver Himſelf. calls 
it) that. Human. Faith, can give, —They died in A.- 
teſtation to the Truth of Chriftianily ; ; and to the 
Truth of Chriſtianity as delivered in the Books of 
Scripture, the original Hiſtory and Evidence of it. 
Theſe Books They deliver down as ſuch. So that 
dying in Teſtimony to the Truth of Chriftianity, is, 
in £fe#-and: Reality, dying in Teſtimony to the 
Authenticity of the Books of Scripture, in Which alone 
They. profeſs this Religion to be contained. But 
Who of Them died in Attefation to the Truth of 
any Miracle after the: Days of. the Apoſtles? —This 
makes a great Difference in the two Caſes, by the 
Obſervers. own Confeſſion. * Who (ſays He) laid 
down His Life in Teſtimony to any Miracle 
* wrought in. After-ages? No- body. Martyrs 
there were in After- ages; But They were not 
Martyrs to new. Miracles, but to the Cbriſtian 
© Faith, as it ſtood upon the Miracles wrought by 
* Chrift and His Apo#tles ?.” — Their Authority, 
"therefore, may be depended upon in one Caſe, tho 
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it may not in another, = And no Man can argue, 
that We muſt, or may reaſonably, fejekt the Au- 


thority of a Writer, in Things accompanied with g 


the greateft Pledge that human Faith can give; bo- 
cauſe We reject His Authority in Things Which 
bave not fich Teſtimomy to demand Our Aﬀent. © 

Bur to conclude this Point I would aſk theſe 
Gentlemen — Do They, or do They not, believe 
the Truth of all the Miracles, reported by 


Fathers as true, after the Days of the Apoſtles? — 


If They do not, They muſt impute them either to 
Credulity, or to Forgery, in the Reporters.,——But to 
which ſoever of theſe They ſhall impute them, the 
Difficulty will lie upon Themſelves, —For (however 


ſtrange the Aſſertion may ſeem at firſt hearing, yet) 


I think I may venture to ſay, that Superſtition arid 
Credulity will affect (though not the moral Cha- 
rafter, yet) the Credit and Authority of an Hi * 
rian, 4s much, if not more, than Forgery itſelf. 
Taz Hiſtorian Who ventures to forge, will, 
however, be cautions how He makes uſe of ſuch a 
Liberty; and, as He hath His Reaſon and Thoughts 
about Him, He will do it but ſparingly, or now 
and then, and in a few particular Inſtances ; being 
ſuſpicious of being detected, and anxious and provi- 
dent for the Credit' of His Hiſtory. But the ſ- 
perſtitious, credulous Hiſtorian is off bis Guard: 
For, as He believes all Himſelf, He ſees no Rea- 


ſon Others ſhould not believe too; and therefore hath. 


no Scruple « of relating Whatever His own Faith ex- 
1 tends to, careleſs of the Number or natural Fncreli- 
bility of His Relations; and therefore no wonder, 
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if the Hiſtory 1 of a credums, 4 Man 
ſhould conſift of Hictle elſe but ſuch Accounts. 
The Author of the Ob/ervarions, ſpeaking of the 
Fathers, fays — We want not Their Judgment, 
but Their Inteprity. We admit Them, not as 
© authoritative Teachers, but as faithful Witneſſes*.” 
A ſtrange Ob/ervation This, ſurely ! = What ! is 
not Judgment, as well as Integrity, neceſſary to the 
Chediz of a Witneſs even in Matters of Fact? — 
May not a Man have the greateſt poſſible Integri- 
ty; and yet, if He have no Judgment, be deceived 
in A thouſand Inſtances even of Matters of Fact? 
Wold not a common Fugler be able with Eaſe to 
impoſe upon a Man of che grrateſt Integruy; if He 
were a weak Man, and of lune Fudement ? —1 muſt 
therefore take upon Me to aſſert, though in Con- 
tradiftion to this Writer, that there is required, in 
4 edible Witneſs, even to Matters of Fact, the 
Qualification of Judgment, as well as Inteprity — 
eſpecially in Tranſactions Which favour of the mar 
vellous : And therefore, a ſuperſiitions, credulous 
Hiſtorian, et Him be of ever fo great Negri), 
wanting Judgmem, is no more a credible Ning 
than the Writer Who is guilty of Frgery. As to 
myſelf, I maſt own, I do not ſee that either Cre- 
duty. or Forgery, of a certain Kind, and in 
Things of a particular Nature, do ſo far affect the 
Credibility of an Hiſtory, but that it may, never. 
theleſs, be depended upon in other Parts, and as to 
the main Body of it, 17 ſufficient * of 
| coo 
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130 Viet of. the Controverſy _... 
Credibility :. But I think I. do fee, that the Credi- 
bility of an Hiſtory. may be affected by Superſtition 
and Credulity, as much, at leaſt, as by Forgery.. 
Now therefore I repeat, Do theſe Writers be. 
lieve the Truth of all the Miracles reported as true 
by cheſe Fathers, after the Days of the Apoſtles 3 or 
do They not believe them? — If They do 10; 
then, whether They impute them to Forgery. or to 
 Credulity, the Difficuty Which They would. fix 
upon Others, in relation to the Truth and Credi- 
bility of the Goſpel-Hiſtory, will, in Reality, Ii Tie 
upon Tbemſelves only, — For, if They Themſelves 
2 not believe. te Hauch of all gk, Mi racles, of 


n 


and, Credibility.of the 2915 Hi . and 1 
city, of the Scriptures, do not depend upon the Ay- 
chority or Teſtimony of Theſe Fathers: or other- 
wiſe, if, They will ſtand to it, that the Truth! 
Credibility of the, Goſpel- Hiſtory, and Authe nfl 
city of the Books of Scripture, do depend only. up- 
on. theſe ſame Fathers ; and that They are the a 
"authenfic Teſtimony of the Goſpels 4 Epiſtles (as 
the Opener expreſsly aſſerts) ; then They. mult ei- 
ther admit, upon Their own Principles, that We 
really have no ſufficient Authority for the Reception 
of the Scriptures, and the Truth of the Goſpel- Hi. 
ory; or elſe They. muſt allow, that diſcrediti 
che Authority of theſe Fathers, in Their Reports of 
Miracles after the Days of the Apoſtles (Which is 
one Particular of Their Hiſtory) if they ſtand not 
upon ſufficient Evidence ; does not ſo far invalidate 
Their 
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concerning Miractulous Powers. 13 
Their Teſtimony and Authority in other Caſes,” but 
that They may ſtill be eſteemed nevertheleſs, good 

and ſufficient Witneſſes for the Truth of the main 


Body of Their Accounts; the Hiſtory in general, 
and the genuin Reception of the Scriptures. — There 


is no Medium. And therefore, if theſe Gentlemen 


do not believe all the Miracles reported aſter 
the Days of the Apoſtles, They muſt anſwer 
Themſelves ; and if they do believe them, it will not 
be worth Any-body's while to anſwer Them at all. 
I wiLL only add, that, if What has been ſaid, 
be not ſufficient to ſhew, that We are not obliged 
to diſcredit the main Body of an Hiſtory, on Ac- 
count of ſome Forgeries therein; it will follow, 


that no Hiſtory, wherein any falſe Stories are deli- 


vered as true, is to be believed even in the main 
Body of it, or ſtands upon any credible Authority: 
For I have ſhewn, that Credulity affects the Credit 
of an Hiſtorian,” as much as Forgery. — And what 
Deſtruction will This make with all Hiſtories, an- 
cient and modern? — Fojzphus's Account of the 
Apples of Sodom, and Echard's Story of Oliver 
Cromwell and ibe Devil, will ruin Weir Credit, and 
demoliſh : zho/e Hiſtories at once. The like may 
be ſaid of moſt other Hiſtorians ; till, in the End, 
We muſt believe Nothing but what We ſee Our- 
ſelves ; and the Hiſtory of every Man's own Times 
(except Biſhop Burne!'s) will * the . cretjible 
Hiſtories. 

I Have now gone OT", the Ol er vers Ex- 


ceptions to- the Introductory DiſcourJe: + - 
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132 View of the Controverſy 
As to the Fai; Whether there be ſofficient 
Reaſon to believe, upon the Authority of the Na- 
tbers, that Miraculous Powers were continued to 
the Church after the Age of the Apoſtles; or Whe- 


tber there be not; I do not here take upon Me to 


determine, or enquire; my only Intention being 
do ſhew, that, ſo far as the Obſervations ga, and 
the Arguments of Thoſe Other Writers Whom 1 


dave occaſionally -exatnined, the | [niroduBory Diſ- 


cui is not affected; and to remove all Projudices 
on both Sides, Which otberwiſa (as the Ohſer ver 
juſtly remarks) may wih Many: predetermins the 
Cauſe, before it comes lo a fair Hearing. Let the 
Fat be fairly tried and Where the Truth ſhall ap- 


. pear, let it be embraced, without any Regard to 


common Opinions, or Prejudices, on one Side or the 
other. Let the Primitive Fathers have all the Ho- 
nour and Regard paid to Them, due to Their Merit; 
as, in general, and for the moſt part, excellent 
Men, pious, virtuous, and competently learned for 
the Times They lived in. —We ſhould, in this 
Caſe, procede with Caution. — On the one hand, 
We .ſheuld not exapgerate. the Faults, or Errors, 
of the Fathers ; nor, on the other, pay ſuch a fuc- 
perſtitions Veneration' to Them, as to look upon 
Them to be free from all Vice and Errorsz and 


Their Writings to be all (as Horace complains'the 


Verſes of the Primitive Poets, becauſe ancient, end 
eftcemed 1 in His D to be) | 


. =- 4 
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The middle Way is right = to attribute neither 100 
much, non #00 ius to Their Authority; and to be 
cautions, that, while We da pot throw off all that 
proper Regard and Deſerence ta Them, Which is 
Their due; We do nat, on the contrary, fo imph- 
dy rely upon Them, as to do Injury to the Truth, 
Oppoſition to alt Auubority inconſiſtent with ijt. 
As ta the Conſagurnces of the Opinion and Argue 
ments of the Hurodulrory Diſcanrſe to the Diſadvan- 
tage of the Truth, or Stppart of Chriſtianity, or the 
Goſpel-Hiftory ; though the Obſerver has, in forme 
Parts of | His Performance, . repreſented them as 
admitting of obvions  Inferences:in Derogation: from 
the Aſiraclet of Chriſt and His Afioſtles ; yet, in 
other Places, He has giuen up that Paint; by 
coouſeſſing, that He cannot ſee that this Queſtion 
* hath any Thing to do with the Defence of Chri- 
ſtianity — and that if there be not ſo much as one 
Miracle upon Record, ſince the Days of the A- 
poſtles, . ſufficiently atteſted, Chriſtianity hath 
nothing to do with it — Which ſtands. not upon 
the azw Miracles of the Fathers of the fourth, the 
third, or the ſecond Century; but upon the d 
Jod 1 36 IT" , SY 2 + * ones 
r Fam immutabilis Veritas eſt, ut cvjuſvis Patris Auctoritas 
efficere non poſſit, ut verum fit id quod falſum eſt. & falſum 
eſſe, quod certiſſimis Monumentis comprobatur, ut factum fit, 
quod fftum non eſſe ipſis, ut ita loquar,' ſolis radiis demon- 
tiratur. | Nat. Alexand. Hilt. Eecleſiaſt. See. it Diſſert. 1. 
Laudanda utique Modeſtia, nec omnis erga Veteres iſtos Ec- 
cle i Doctores, quibus multa'debemu*, abjicienda Veneratio j 
fed adcurate ſi mul, diligaareoqae nps ne, dum. Mo- 
deſti videri & in Veritatem ſimus injurii. — J. F. Bad- 
dei Iagog. a Theg'og.—_Tom. r. r Sf i 
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134 "View of db Thur 
ones of Chriſt and His Apoſ les. And after all 
the Clamour Which hath been raiſed, it ſubſides in 
This only at laſt = How far the Suppoſition, that 
Some of the Primitive” Fathers have either forged 
Miracles, or related them as true knowing them to 
be "forged; "may affect Their: Hiſtorical Credit in 
her Things, as to the main Body of Their Hiſtory ; 
or, Whether it can "deſtroy the Evidence for the 
Truth and Credibility of the Goſpel-Hiftory; and 
the Authority of the Books of Scripture: If What 
hath been ſaid as to theſe Points in the foregoing; 
Papers, ſhall be thought ſufficient, : or capable of 
being improved upon, to clear this ſeeming) Diffi- 
culty; I ſee not What the Obhſerver can have to ob- 
ject. to the Author's Attempt; but only how well, 
or how ill, the Truth of His Opinion, as to the 
Malter of Fact, may be”: ſupported; after having 
thus granted (though in Contradiction ta Himſelf) 
that, as to any ill Conſequences, any obvious Infe- 
rences Which may follow from the Fact, ſuppoling 
the Truth of it to be eſtabliſhed, Chriſtianity bath 
1 to do with it. | 
As to any farther ſecret Intention or - Deſign; 
Which the Ob/erver- inſinuates to lie at Batiom of 
the Ditroductory Diſcourſe ;, I ſhall leave it for Thoſe 
to dive after, Who are ſkil'd-in that way — and 
ſhall only ſay, that if the Author of the Introdutlo- 
ry Diſcourſe had any Defign, that His Opinions or 
Arguments ſhould be extended to the Diſadvantage 
of Chriſtianity; theſe, Papers may be looked upon 
as an Anſwery ſo far, to the Introductory Diſcourſe ; 
by ſhewing, that if ſuch were the /ecret, Deſign,and 
| Intention 
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Intention of it, it would really fail of it's End; 
ſince the Opinions and Arguments there advanced, 
perſued through all their various Concluſions, leave 
the Truth and Credibility of the Goſpel- Hiſtory, and 
the Teſtimony and Authority of the Genuineneſs of 
the Books of Scripture, ſafe and unaffected. — But if 
the Author had no ſuch ſiniſter End in View; then 
theſe Papers are a Vindication of the Opinion and 
Arguments of the Introductory Diſcourſe, from thoſe 
ill Conſequences, Which the Obſerver and Others 
have charged them with. They tell Us, that they 
are ſuch, as may tend to enervate the Evidence for 
the Goſpel-Hiſtory, and the Authority of the Scrip- 
tures. —I thought ſo, till I read theſe Gentlemen 
Performances; But my Doubts leſſened with every 
Page ; And if They ſhould oblige the World again 
upon the Subject, No- body perhaps may doubt 
any longer about it.— Tis the Obſervation of a ce- 
lebrated Writer, that © the next Happineſs to being 
very well defended, is That of being very weakly 
+ oppoſed.” 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


Have juſt read over a declamatory Latin Treatiſe, 

intitled, Defenſio Miraculorum, Que in Ecde- 
ſia Chriſtiana faa eſſe perbibentur poſt Tempora A- 
Poſtolorum . Which, as far as it relates to Points 
conſidered in the foregoing Papers, may not be 
Improper for Me to take notice of. 


Defenſio Miraculorum, p. 3. 


AcAlxsr that Principle of the Introdufory 
Diſcourſe, viz. that whenever any ſacred Rite 
becomes the Inſtrument of real Miracles, We 
* ought to conſider that Rite, as confirmed by 
Divine Approbation the learned Author ſays 
i quo Deus voluerit improbiſſimo Homine uti tan- 
quam Inſtrumento in Rerum Adminiſtratione (quod 
interdum factum eſt) illudne ſequitur juſts aligud 
Concluſione Rationis, Deum ob hanc Cauſam Poſteri- 
tati velle commendare iſtius Hominis Improbitatem? — 
This is the ſame Jumble of Ideas, or Argument, 
commonly ſo called, made uſe of by Dr. Claget, 
and the Author of the Ob/ervations ; Which I have 
already unravel'd, p. 37, Cc. — The Reader has 
there ſeen how it looks in Engii/o; and perhaps 

T He 
1 in Scholis Theologicis Cantabr giæ Januarii xx1. 


u. DEC. XL. vII. ſuſcepit, cùm pro Gradu Baccalaureatus in 
Sacra Theologia ſolenniter reſponderet, Zacyarias Brooke, 
| oll. 5 Joannis Socius. 
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He will not think that it makes any better Figure 
in Latin. 


r 


Hz asks— Whether, if We ſuppoſe that God 
permitted the Magicians of Agypt to work true 
Miracles; We can thence infer any Confirmati- 
on of Magic Arts ? b*— . 
Tux Queſtion in the preſent Debate is; Whe- 
ther a Divine Miracle, properly fo called, wrought 
through any Rite, by Which God is applied to for 
that Purpoſe ; and where no Mark is given of His 
Diſapprobation —Whether a Miracle, ſo circum- 
ſtanced, will not infer the Divine Approbation of the 
Rite, ſo far as it goes, as innocent and lawful. 
Conf. View, p. 11, 14, 15. But, in the preſent In- 
ſtance, there is not any one of theſe Circumſtances. 
The Miracles, though ſuppoſed to be true Mi- 
racles, were not properly Divine Miracles; Mi- 
racles wrought by the Power of God (any other- 
wiſe than as all Power is from Him) and therefore 
cannot infer the Divine Approbation, or Confir- 
mation of the Lawfulneſs or Innocence of thoſe 
Rites, or Arts through Which they were wrought, 
— The Magicians acknowledged to Pharaoh, that 
the Miracles wrought by Moſes and Aaron were 

| the 


v Si illud etiam ponas ( quidem videtur non multim 
diſtare abs Re ipſd atque I Veritate) Deum, quò melids ſuam 


demonſtraret Poteſtatem, permiſiſſe olim ut à Magis ptia- 
eis coram Moſe 3 ue Principe vera ederentur Miracula ; 
num ergo putas Artes Magicas ullo modo inde confirmari, ma- 
jorivè in Exiſtimatione apud Homines debere eſſe? 
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the Finger of God; implying Their own to be not 
ſo. Gen, viii. 19; — Nor were theſe Miracles 
wrought by any Rites, through Which Application 
was made to God for them; but (by Suppoſition) 
only to Magic Arts, or Evil Spirits: And therefore 
the Succeſs of thoſe Arts, proves only the Divine 
Permiſſion of that Succeſs, in order to ſhew forth 
His own ſuperior Power, in Oppoſition thereto.— 
For there was, in this Inſtance, an evident Mark 
of the Divine Diſapprobation of the Magicians, and 
Their Arts. This learned Author Himſelf takes 
notice of a Circumſtance, Which is alone a ſuffici- 
ent Reaſon, why Nothing, in favour. of Magic 
Arts, can be concluded from hence, viz. that 
* Gad permitted theſe Magic Powers to work Mi- 
* racles, in order to manifeſt His own ſuperior 
Power, by greater Miracles: The Event of Which 
muſt be, not the approving or recommending ſuch 
Arts ; but the confounding, and deſtroying their Re. 
putation; a plain Mark of His Diſapprobation ; as 
the Author of the Book of H#i/dom expreſsly ob- 
ſerves upon the Caſe, As for the Illuſions (ſays He) 
of Art Magic, they were put down, and their vaunt- 
ing in Wiſdom was reproved with Diſgrace.—xvii, 
7.— So that this Inſtance of the ÆAgyptian Magici- 
ans, has no manner of relation to-the preſent De- 
bate ; and therefore I ſhall diſmiſs Them to take 
Their Fortune, in proper Company, the Exami- 
ners Evil Spirits, and My Friend's Witch of Endor. 

Lr us now ſee whether this Author has any 
better Luck with His other Inſtances, 


s Defen;. 
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Defenſ. p. 4. 

H x tells Us of the Perſon thrown into Eliſba's 
Sepulchre, and reviving by the Touch of the Bones 
of that Prophet®: He mentions the Brazen Serpent, 
by looking on Which, the Hyaelites were preſerved 
in the Wilderneſs *; the Cures which followed 
from the Touch of Chriſt's Garments * ; and the 
Handkerchiefs and Aprons carried from St. PauP's 
Body *: He refers to Thoſe cured by anointing 
with Oils; and by the Shadow of St. Peter v. — 
And He argues — that ſince We credit all theſe 
Miracles upon the Authority of Scripture 3 and 
yet do not pretend that any Rites can from hence 
be deduced or inſtituted, Which can, with any 
Reaſon, encourage Superſtition ; Why may We not, 
in like manner, grant, that in the Ages ſucceding 
the Apoſtles, Miracles were performed by the Re- 
liques of Martyrs, the Sign of the Croſs, and 
Unction with Oil; and yet, conſiſtently, charge 
the Romaniſts with Syperſiition, in worſhipping the 
Reliques of Martyrs, in Their Uſe of the Sign of 
the Croſs, and of Unction? - Where (ſays He) is 
the Inconſiſtency in This ? i. 1 


— WHETHER 

- © 2 Kings xiii. 21. d Numb. xxi. 8, 9. 
© Math. ix. 20, 22. Xiv, 36. ' As mx. 19... - 
8 Mark vi. 13. James v. 14, 15. hd Acts v. 15, 16. 


i Hiſce omnibus Fidem adhibendam eſſe cenſemus ex Sacra- 
rum Literarum AuRoritate ; neque tamen judicamus ullos om- 
ninò Ritus ex iſtis Rebus deducendos eſſe inſtituendoſque, qui 
aliqua Ratione poſſent Superſtitionem Vulgi alere & fovere. 
Quidni igitur concederemus et iis Temporibus, quæ ſunt Apo- 
ſtolorum Tempora continuo ſubſecuta, per oſſa Reliquiaſque 
Martyrym, per Signum Crucis, per Olei Unctionem mirifi- 
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—WHETHER the Worſhip of Reliques, in the 


high Senſe of Worſhip, can be infert'd from Mi. 


racles admitted to have been wrought by them; 1 
have already ſhewn has nothing to do with the 
Principle, or Argument of the Introductory  Dif- 
courſe, Conf. View, p. 18, 19. 

. Tris therefore being to be thrown out of this 
learned Gentleman's Argument, as having nothing 
to do in the Debate ; the Difference between the 
two Caſes He has put is very obvious — A Diffe- 
rence, . between arguing from the Powers of Chriſt 
and His Apoſtles, to the like Powers in any Other 
Perſons, of any Age whatſoever ;z and arguing on- 
ly, among the Ages after the Apoſtles, from one 
of thoſe Ages to another ; where there is no ſuch 
eminent Diſtinction between the Dignity. and Cha- 


racer of the Perſons ; as there is between Thoſe of : 


any Age, and Chriſt and His Apoſtles. 

THAT the Apaſtle, had the Powers of working 
Miracles, expreſsly and immediately given them ; 
We know from the Authority of Holy Scripture 
(a common Principle, agreed upon by both Sides). 
We know This, abſtractedly conſidered from the 
Miracles themſelves. We know it à priori. There- 
fore, no Inference will lie, from Thoſe Who We 
know had theſe Powers expreſsly given Them; to 

| Any 


cam quandam Potentiam apparuiſſe in ſanandis Ægrotationibus, 
excitandiſque etiam à Morte Hominibus; quidni, inquam, hoc 
concederemus, cam tamen idem illud affirmaremus Romanen- 
ſes in Reliquiis Martyrum adorandis, in utendo Crucis Signo, 
Oleoque adhibendo nimiàm fuiſſe olim & jam etiam eſſe ſuper- 
ſtitioſos ? Ecqua eſt enim iſtzc, quam Quidam ſuſpicantur, no- 
ſtrorum Hominym his in Rebus Inconſtantia ? 


n 
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Any Others, where this Circumſtance is either 
wanting, or not known. 

Bur, in the other Caſe, We know Nothing of 

any expreſs Powers immediately given to Any Per- 
fons in After-ages. The only Authority for Their 
having had ſuch Powers, is the Authority of the 
Miracles ſuppoſed to have been wrought by Them. 
Here therefore All ſtand, ſo far, upon a Level: 
And therefore, the Inference is more reafonable 
from any Age after the Apoſiles, to another ;, as No- 
thing is neceſſary to make Their ſeveral Pretenſions 
to ſuch Powers equal, but the Authority of the 
Miracles themſelves. 
So that the Inconſiſtency, Which our learned Au- 
thor enquires after, is ; the admitting Miracles to 
have been wrought by certain Rites, in ſome Apes 
of the Church, in Which it cannot be proved that 
there were any more Reaſons à priori to expect Mi- 
racles from fuch Rites, than in thoſe Ages Which ſuc- 
ceded; and yet charging Others with Superſtition, 
in the like Uſe of ſuch Rites, in thoſe ſucceding 
Ages: And from hence He may eaſily find a So- 
lution of His Difficulty — Why admitting the 
Miracles of Chriſt and His Apoſtles will give no 
Encouragement to Superſtition ; while admitting 
the Miracles reported to have been wrought by 
Reliques &c. in Mere ages, will.— The Difference 
of the two Caſes is ſo Plain, that if Any- one can- 
not ſee it, it will be in vain to apply to Bertrand 
for any Speclacles to help His Eye-light, 


Defen/. 
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Den P- 4» 5 


Bur the Inſtance Which this learned Diſputant 
ſeems to be moſt fond of, is That of the Brazes 
Serpent; an Inſtance, * than Which He thinks 
© none can be more in point *.*—He * defires His 
Auditors to take notice of it, and conſider it J. 
And if They did fo, I dare ſay They thought it as 
little to the Purpoſe, as I do; and it might nor 
have been amiſs, if He had let us known in the 
Margin (it He could have ſpared room) What the 
learned Perſon in the Divinity Chair had faid to 1t. 
But having diſplayed the Hiſtory of it; He thinks 
That alone ſufficient to ſtrike All Adverſaries 
dumb at once: For, before He has ſaid one ſingle 
Syllable by way of Argument, or to tell us What 
He would be at; He calls out upon All Obtrecta- 
tores, and defies Them to ſay a Word againſt cog 
or the Brazen Serpent Which He has fet up ; as 
if the mere looking upon it, were ſufficient to 5 
ſerve Him now, as it did the 1/raelites formerly.— 
Num Quid eft itaque, quod queant noſtrorum Homi- 
num ObtreXatores in Animum inducere contra Hec 
gue d Me diſputantur, dicere? p.5. And ſo, 
with great Self. Complacency, ſalutes the Specta- 
tors, and (with other great Heroes) vanquiſhes 
All Antagoniſts, with the Flouriſb of His Weapons. 
But, ſoft, and fair! A Triumph makes but a 
mean 
* Qui Re Nihil ſanè eſt, quod ad Hoc, de quo diſputo, 

vel fingi poſſit accommodatius, p. 4. 


I Animadvertite quæſo pauliſper, Academici, et cogitate 
mecum Serpentis Enei Hiſtoriam. 774. 
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mean Appearance, without Captives to grace it. 
— French Cuſtoms ſhould be prohibited as well as 
French Merchandize; and We ſhould not be ſo 
haſty to ſing Te Deum, before We are aſſured that 
others will allow Us the Victory, as well as Our- 
ſelves.—Let us accept this Gentleman's Challenge. 
His whole Force is—* That We ſhall deſtroy 
© the Credit of the Miracles of the Brazen Serpent, 
— Why ?—* Becauſe it was at length ic 
honoured m.“ 


— Imperatoris 2 rtutem neveram, el vi m Militum ] 


In E Argument of the huradullory Di ſcourſe, 
is; that, by admitting Miracles to have been 
* wrought by Reliques, Sc. in the Ages after the 


Apoſtles; We ſhall give Advantage to the Su- 


perſtition of the Church of Rome.“ The Principle 
to ſupport This, is; that, Whenever any Sa- 
cred Rite, or Religious Inſtitution, becomes the 
Inſtrument of real [Divine] Miracles; We 

* ought to conſider that Rite as confirmed by Di- 
vine Approbation,” as to the Lawfulneſs and Inno- 
cence of it; ſince This will give ſufficient 
Advantage to the Church of Rome. Vid. View, 
p. 9. 18, 19. —— Now it will appear, that, 
from ibis Principle, We ſhall be under no Obliga- 
tion to deny the Miracles Which this Writer refers 
to; notwithſtanding the Rite may have been aftey- 
wards abuſed to Superſtition ; provided, it was 
not ſuperſtitious and unlawful, in is firſt Uſe 3 


| Which 
„ Defen, P. 5. 
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Which' is the Circumſtante that makes the Dif." 
rence (as will be ſeen) between the Caſe of theſe 
Miracles here referr'd to, and That of the Miracles 
admitted after tb Days of tbe Apoſtles, as to the 
Conclufion to be drawn from thence, to the Adbane 
tage of the Cbureb of Rome. 7"t 200 —_ 
"Tr x. Brazen Serpent was erectetl by Moſes] at 
Gods Commund, for the Preſervation of the boy 
raelites from a then preſent Calamily,—1t was Plain 
ly inſtuuted as a mere temporary Rite; and, ac: 
cotdingly, when the Calamity cenſed, i“ Virtut 
craſeu with it, inne evidently appeared to de. 
. un End. Therefore, no more can be inſeryd 
from ibis Inſt ante, than the then preſent Innocence 
and Latſulneſi of the Rite, as confirmed by Divine 
Approbation : And Nothing more, than that the 
Rite was confirmed by Divine Apjifobation, are We 
obliged to aſſert, by our Priucipir, in admitting 
the Miracles ; or in ſupport of our Argument, 
Times aſtor the A poſtles, will give Advantage to 
© the Church of Roma ? For the Reaſon why We 
cannot extend: the Lawfulneſs and Irmocence of the 
Rite of che Brazen Serpent (as. We ds the othiers): 
many After«timcs, is ; Becauſe it wa A temporary: 
Rite only, expreſoly inſtituted for,” and appropriated 
10, that particular Ocraſion.— Whereas; the Rites; 
by Which Miracles are reported to have been 
wrought by Rekques, &c. after: the Age -of the 4. 
Niles, were not Rites exprofily inftituted by God, or 
appropriated to any particular, or teinporaryOctaſton, 1 
* applied to _ from: the. Religion, . 
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and mere Motion of the People: And if yet, theſe 


Ritts received the Divine Approbatian by Miracles 
then; and were (as the Rite of the Brazen Ser- 


pent was), lawful and innocent in their fir Ue s. 


there was Nothing in the Nature: of ib Rites them-' 
ſelves, to confine the Innocence and Lawſulneſs of 
the Uſe of them tothe pariieulor Times» To urge 
the Neceſſey or Eupediency of them, from the then 
State of the Church and Chriſtianity, will nat do: 


Becauſe, if there has not been the fame, or ſ great! 


Neceſſity or Expedieney | ſince; yet, it cannot he 
proved. wat there has not been any Noteſſity or 
Expediency, ay IIe ſufficient to Authorize: the 
if We adm Miracles after the Hg of the elle 5 
and there be ho eber Reaſon againſt ſuch Expecto- 
tion, hut the ſuppoſed Want of er 
Uſe:which. they, maight Erve. yd os 01. bad 
Ir out, Adverſarics. admit, that the Rites bs 
were (as eo r ON 
They. will; dune do OccaGon. for RD 
ſtinttion, of  adniliing be Miracles, and yer day 
int the Uk of, the Ritrs to have been confirm 
as innocent: and labful; but may as. welt 
altert the latter, ag admit the former ( Conſ. Nrw. 
p. 21.) Rut then, They cannot, canüi 
charge the Romamjts with :Saperftition, in the ſarks 
Uſe of ſuch Rites 3 and This would'be/giving up 
the Concluſion We contend for- For, f üs 
Rites were lawſul in tbeir firſt Ve; then, there he- 
ue 3 che. Ocea- 


Fin fion, 


* 
. 
” 
- 
1 
LE 
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fion; 20 confine the Lawfalneſy of chem to choſe par · 
ficutar Times” the Romaniſti cannot be guilty of Su- 
perfition in maleing the /amd I of thoſe Rites af 


the Argument, Vid. View, p. 18, 19. But if theſe 
Rites were nt irinocent and lawful in tbrir ft V 


their Deſenſe, muſt grant) as the Rite of the Bruten 


will not oblige Us to deny che ſame of 'thie ather. 
$6i that the Caſes are; no way, paralle) 4 and the 
karned Author's Inſtance of the granen Serpent,” has 
the ſame Fate with his Zgyptins Magicians, of being 


Nothing to the Purpoſe. — He has indeed made a 


pompous Shew with His Argument drawn from it 
Which yet, when examined, appears to be but a 
very poor one „ and while He wound extol it, 116 
be gazed at, and admired by the Multitude, like 
the Brazen Senpem He is treating af; it does, in 
Reality, like the real one, only n an 
Ground. 


Defenſ. P. 23, 24. 26. 27.36. 425 * 


Pen 


. wanders, that there ſhould: - be Any 
* Who can think that there is. fo Fil a Fi ey | 


3 :of the Ali. 


cles reported by the Prinitvs Eu #5; afd&thiofe 
: "06 Chrift and fi. Apoſtles Fer, chat He ſes 0 
* e e ee 972 Tort, 


2 
eren bi 


1 He: FAR Weary au, non poſes elle 
Ghi: perſuadeat . inter — AGta 
22 Scriptoribus eceleſiaſticis memorantur, corungus que 
comparent 


ter wards, ſo far as they went; Which is fufficient'ts 


ti it appeats bur Adverſarles, by the Nature of 


bation by Miracles, to have been givem to the be; 
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that there can be: Any- one, Who would venture to 
maintain ſuch-a Principle. And now We are in 
the Way of wondering, I ſhall take the Liberty of 

one Wonder more : And That is, at this Writer's 
odd Method of defending His Opinion. He ſaya, 
that almoſt all the Miracles a the Apaſtles de 
'' pend upon the Authority of St. Late only ; and 
„Which He bad, for the moſt Part, only 5 
Hear. ſay from $1. Paul: Whereas, the. Miracles 
< reported by the Primitive Fathers, ſtand not upon 
the Teſtimony of One, but of Many; and of 
„Such Who had, ſeen them Themſelves * >The 
Conſequence of which: Argument is ; not that the 
Afiracles. of the Fathers are as credible, and of 4. 
good Authority, as tboje of the Apoſties >: but, thut 
they are much mare credible, and ſtand upon much 
better Authority. I dare ſay that every prudent 
Man; Who wiſhes well to the: Cauſe of Chri- 
Kianity, will kope that there is ſome Flaw in this 
Argument; woes TY it 8 bury 
mere Fallacy;” 2 


. Move 
3 rent in Hiſteris” Boangelick, Diprines Cl maximum, 
Ipſe Ego video plan? —— Vellem equidem iſti 


omines, Qui noſtræ Cauſæ 59 1 eiflent 
quod fe perfecifſe jactitant, 2 2577 '4 1 A 


. nobis commendari Ha atgue 
ok «fun FACS primævorum, — 2 
| d keene rd gin und Divi Luce Aufto- 


ritate mnitun . af! uæ A. ( 
non Pug A 9 7 — Prat de — 
— r quæ R N Memoria prodiderunt, 

| Nuriam Teſtimonio xredenda funty. coruimduc 
— ag * Qui N eee 
PU! vans io cis Aitor RENTS 
1 
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-- :© Mos of the: Miracles af the Apoſtles (ſays 
He) depend upon the Authority of St..Lukeonly.” 
—WiytBecauſs St. Luke only in che Hiſtorian, 
Not to inſiſt here, that St/ Mart gives His Teſti- 
mony, in general, to the Miracles of the Apoſtles, 
C. xvi. 20 This Gentleman ſhould have remem- 
ber'd, chatꝭ though St Lale were the only” FHifto- 
rin; yet, that the Authority of the Books of 
Scripture,” of Which This Hiſtory is Part, ſtands 
not upon the Evidenee of One, but of Many and 


of Many more than the Miraeles of the Primitive 


Fatbers do. The Teſtimony of St. Lute; and the 
Credit of His Hiſtory, have been witneſſed to and 
authenticated, by having been received as gettain 
and wnexecptionable, '' by" all Ages, Nations, and 
Churches, from the Time of the 5¹ Publiration, 


Jes then! to the preſerit :" And therefore, this Hi- 


Rory ſtands not upon the ings Aurbority of St. 
Lale ( This Write arg I 


LEST 


wick 


this Writer make it our, FM the Miracles of the 


Primilive-Fathers, ſtand upon more Evidence than 
the | Mivattes of "the 8 ſay. cherldke. 
that the. Miracles f Jhe. Apolllet ſtand upom the 
Eyidence of. St. Luke only; add the Miracles of the 
Fathers upon the Evidence of Many; is only en- 
deavouritig to impoſe upon Us,” by a Kind of Ze 
gerdemain >. ot the Lick. is found cut ;. and St. 
Late s Hifory veing berter anaſted upon the Mbole, 
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and having the uninwrrupted Evidenoe of all' Suc- 
ceding Agen and Churthes ©: becomes; nat the 
Evidoticeiof One Peryen duly,” but of Many and 
ſtand pon more, hd: baer Lide chan the 
NMimeles of the, Farb tongg ai . znr 
Bu v: Gad Which is the laſt Thing I have accas 
ſiag to take notice af im this Gentlemen g learned 
Perſermancg) as We ans told by Mim, that the 
Miragles of Chriſt and: Hig Rpeſtles are wot at a 
mare credible than thoſe of the Primitive Fathers 4 
ſo, to wake all of a. Piece, He aſſerts alſa, thas 
* thare-- ip no other way ef provingithe Truth ad 
+ Authenticity. of the Batz of « Scriptare, than by 
the Authority af -Theſe Writers . Wham yet 
We will not believe, even in thaſe. Things, of 
a Which Ther affum Themſelves to have been Exe / 
Witneſſez. that the , Gappel-Hiftary,.  avd the 
* Mirgcles reported of the. Primitive , Ages e, Aae 
Church, depend entirely upon the ſame Autbority v 
and that they muſt n en fall EE 


1 nay 9 1 lee, Ace 
and ball content myſelf wich x 


to oe her 9 od rl a 4 
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vel aa gt e aut integros 
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2 omni l ant & th 
8 . ger gun 

Cini ne i ſacta 

rundem Hominum rider ge Neque, &c.—Ruyerettagoe 


here Trangalics & Pagi 
f — Feen bee p. 41. 
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POSTSURIPT! 1:57: 


Vid: View, p. 91-1167 Rut L cannot” let wee 
Principles paſs here, without ſome Nolice > 
Tux Ob#vrr ys, there ig one Senſe in 
Which Chtifiatity may de affected by:rhis Df 
« pure.” — There is {6 Indeed © But not ſo mehl 
as the Credit of the” Fathers arty be affeckech, by 
Our queſtioning che Truth of Their Miracles (4s 
He argues); a8 that the Credit of the G N. 
ſtory 'is-. direfily affefted, by putting the Credit of ir 
upon an Equality wich boſÞ Afrrazlt ; as'is done By 
our learned Difputant, and the Author of che Feſhir- 
Cate! furiber vpendd, One would think; thut te 
Cabal was rather between theſt Gentlemen; if We 
were to Judge only from" beſt - Prineiphts Which 
They parronize: And ſhould be apt in 
cha if Skis: ut Cabal were farbe aprncd; br 
That of the Ji, it right appeat t bs a:Cubal,” 
not indeed againſt the Ferdinand rhe n, bur 
_ againſt Thoſe” of a moch haber, and more e 
Charas, ag{dioft St. Lali and St. Pau. aA 
Chrift an een, and the Authorky vf B 
b an N 1 11500 2100 N aii 
Tngzn Wide, 1 bs \coukd have 'fo” 
ſuch Degen Who, 1 dare ſay, art fihceibly: wait 
affected ee Chridtianity, and che Procefunt"Re- 
ligen; But (to vſe the Olſervers Words vibe W 
ober great n of lan, Dapper to de U ln mi. 
Aue id N bu bf Mö dN. 
To pu he f % C n, y, Ariel the 
Inith of ib Miractes regori54 hn be Huber, up 
the ſame Poti; and W adm ny Tonen, thüt 
they muſt Hand or i. OT, are Principles in 


m Cr 
8 tot 3 NaN ? Support | 
ow i 4 . 


PO$!/TSCRIPT: 
Sopport of : Chriſtianity, Which, I own, I do dot 
underſtand the Forge fl The Ob/erver i mor 
cautigus, and more, prudent, than raſhly to tht h 
\ingefenſible, Propoſuions 4 and to leave all 
at Habe, and to xeſt aher Iſſue upon the Event of 
this Single Eaquitys Whether the Miracles re- 
porte ne mere true. The Oheruer 
_ fayaJooly; that Chriſtianity may be affected 
by this Diſpute; as the Credit of the ancient 
< Fathers -may - be. aened by - it: And This, 
only, upon |Suppoſition, that the Fathers. were: 
© Inpoſtors and Forgers of Lies: For, chat 
the, :i* che} Conſequences may go 4 great way 7 
And. He fairly and juſtly admits; that; there is 2 
« great; Difference-bermeenithe Miracles wrought 
© Crip and His mee and the Minacles: of later 
es; a in Paint of Importance, ſo alſo in Point 
uin . The: Opener of the Jgfil- Cabal 
ventures farther, and aſſerts, that the an autbertic 
Teſtimony that We bare to the New Toftament 
in the Teſtimony: of the Primitine Chriſtian 
Writers, Whoſe Credit is deſtreyed hy che dyſtem 


< ofthe Introdu@ery Diſcourſe; and He infinuates, 


« that We ſhall have m autbentit Tefimony Teftito: 
the Miradles of Chrift and His Apofties*.”-+Bur' our: 
learned. Di/puant here, plunges out of his Depth 
ar ones, and, wich-a propipirate Temerity, xoundly 
aſſerts, that the Miradecof Cbriſt and His Apoitles, 
and Thoſe. . reported. bby; the Primitive Fathers, ve 

equally credible, x 2 . hs 


a e. . 5 . 
1499187 x Jeſuit Cabal, &c. p. 45. 
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POSTSCRIPT, 133. 
Ir the Author of the Introductory Diſcourſe had 
any ſuch ſiniſter Deſign, as theſe Gentlemen ima- 


gine ; They may expect to receive His Thanks 


for ſuch a Conceſſion ; and will perhaps be thought, 


by. the Reſt of the World, to have done more 


Harm than Good, by ſuch an Oppeſition.— Had 


theſe Principles come from the Tolands and the 
Tindals of our Days ; they might have been ſmiled 
at, and paſſed by.— It would have been no mare 
than might have been expected. But, when the 
ſame Principles are ſent forth from Lambeth, and a 
Univerſity, they become ſerious ; and, at the ſame 


time, give Us no very high Opinion of the Skill 


and Abilities of ſuch Defenders of the Chriſtian 


Church: Who, inſtead of carrying on the Build- 


ing, where our great Maſter firſt founded it, upon 
a Rock; are for removing it, and building it (as 
he fooliſh Mman is ſaid to build hag Houſe) 2D 
be Sand. — Or, as if Chriſtianity, inſtead of being 
ruſted to the known Impregnability of its proper 
Fortifications ; was, like a Dutch Town, agreed to 
x ſurrender'd to the Enemy, «pon Condition, that 
They can deſtroy but a ſingle Out- Mort. 
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Addend. & Einniland. 


e 60. J. 13. After —Cypridn, G Add 
And though Mention be alſo made of ſome 
Perſons raiſed from the Dead in thoſe Ages (as 
in Irenæus, |. 2. adv, Her. I. 5b, 57.) yet theſe 
Inſtances are rare, and aſcribed only to Supplica- 
tion and Faſting : A much more rational Cauſe, 
than thoſe generally aſſigned to the numerous Mi- 
racles of the fourth and following Centuries. 

P. 20. J. 21. & paſſim, r. ſucceding 

P. 27. I. 30. r. permilling, 

P. 28. J. 28. r. excuſable, 

« 39. J. 6. r. to be believed, c. 

. ibid, I. 25. r. procedes 

t. J. 4. r. but, the lawful Sc. 

4. J. 5. r. and were not intended to be pro- 

in the Introduction, c. 

P. 62. I. 4. r. Euhodeæ 
P. 67. I. 26. r. eaſily 

P. 69. I. 18. r. Stories, if &c. 

P. 71. 1. 13. r. But the Caſe is, that it is not 
agreed, in the preſent Debate, that any ſuch plain 
Evidence c. 

P. ibid. l. 16. r. ſtands, ſo far, good Sc. 

P. ibid. I. laſt. r. the former, it is agreed, ſtand 
upon ſufficient Evidence; 

P. 72. I. 1. r. the latter, it is not agreed, ſtand 
upon Evidence of equal Authority — Therefore, 
&c. 

P. ibid. I. 11. for plain r. ſufficient 

P. ibid. l. 14. r. ditto, 


"ho 


N. 


Addend. & ——_ 


P. 72. I. 25. r. w not agreed chat 
there is ſufficient Sc. MY 2 onde: 
P. 74. 1. 12. r. Heigth 


P. 38. 1 9. #. irreconcilable | 
| . 84. J. 5. r. ſuppo go 3 | 
; P. i > J. 22. 8 1 *. 192 | ; 
. 6.1. rn 
| P. 125. J. 4. r. have here add t 

P. 130. 1.22. 7. PL ON is 
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